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January 19, 1982 


TO CONTACT THE APPROPRIATE 
MEETING IF GREATER EXPLANATION 


‘WITH REGARD TO ANY ITEM ON THE 
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A.03.04.06 


F.06.03.03 


A.02 -04.06.01 


E.02.02.01 


A.03.04.06 


Spetoiwent of Chairman and 
Vice-Chairman of the Public 
Works Committee for 1982 


Sidewalk Construction on jo 
Roads and Sidewalk Prioriti 


popaseortation of Hazardous 


terials on Proposed Truck 
Routes 
Servicing City-Owned Lands 
Proposed for Sale 


Distinction of Refuse for 

segs ese and Refuse for Disposal 
by the Garbage Contractor and 
his Employees 


Summary of Unfinished Business 
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Works Committee to serve for the year 1982. Section 68a of 
Procedural By-law 236-78 reads as follows: 


"At the first regular meeting of each Standing Committee, a 
Chairman and a Vice-Chairman shall be elected by a majority 
of the members; Citizen members shall not be appointed as 
Chairman of any Standing Committee, with the exception of 
the Local Architectural Conservation Authority. The term 
of office for the Chairman of any Standing Committee shall 
be limited to a maximum of two consecutive years.” 
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File: A.03.04.06 
DIRECTION REQUIRED 


2. Report dated January 18, 1982 from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding sidewalk construction on 
pater roads and sidewalk priorities. 


As a result of the Public Works Committee's deliberations 
on the sidewalk installation on the north side of 
Burnhamthorpe Road between Golden Orchard Drive and Tomken 
Road on October 1, 1981, General committee made the 
following recommendation, which was adopted by Council on 
October 13, 1981: 


(a) That it be the City of Mississauga's policy to 
construct concrete sidewalks along all major City 
roads where there is adjacent development, and 
further, that the site plans and engineering 
agreement dealing with Regional roads require that 
the developer pay the costs of constructing sidewalks 
adjacent to these roads. 
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(b) That the construction of a concrete sidewalk on the 
north side of Burnhamthorpe Road between Golden 
Orchard Drive and Tomken Road be considered in the 
1982 Capital Sidewalk Construction Programme. 
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ITEM 2 CONTINUED... 


(c) That consideration be given at the time of the 1982 
Capital Budget discussions for an additional 
allocation of $40,000.00 per year to be assigned to 
the Capital Construction Sidewalk Programme to ensure 
that a walk on both sides of Burnhamthorpe Road from 
Etobicoke Creek to Winston Churchill Boulevard a 
evolves in harmony with abutting developments. 


(d) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
prepare a report for the consideration of the Public 
Works Committee with respect to the timing of the 
construction of sidewalks along all major City roads 
and Regional roads where there is adjacent 
development and the policy of the Ministry of 
Transportation and Communications with respect to the 
provision of sidewalks at clover-leafs. 


At a Capital Budget Meeting held on December 16, 1981, it {ae i 
was suggested that the Public Works Committee consider, | | 
during 1982, the matter of establishing sidewalk priorities. 


Attached to the report dated January 18, 1982, from Mr. 
Taylor is a copy of the report which was submitted to the 
Budget Committee dated January 7, 1982, which recommends 
the following policy: 
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(a) That on draft plans of subdivision which have not 
been approved by Council as of January 25, 1982 the 
developers be required to pay the City the cost of 
constructing a sidewalk on a major road which abuts 
their plan of subdivision (where no sidewalk | 
presently exists). 


(b) That all re-zonings and site plans which have not | 
been approved by Council as of January 25, 1982 be 
required to pay for the cost of constructing a 
sidewalk on a major road which is adjacent to the 
development (where no sidewalk presently exists). 


' 
| Ye 
(c) That the cash-in-lieu payments for sidewalks on major 
roads be set up in a special reserve fund, with 
interest to be credited to the Special Sidewalk 
Reserve Fund and that a specific amount be withdrawn 
annually from the fund for sidewalk construction on 
major roads on a City-wide basis. Further, if this 
recommendation cannot be administered by the Treasury tf 
Department, the cash-in-lieu of policy of this report . 
be reconsidered. 
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re January 21, 1982 : | 


ITEM 2 CONTINUED... | . 


As a result of the discussions at the Budget Committee 
Meeting, a Resolution adopting the foregoing policy will be 
placed before Council on Monday, January 25, 1982. 
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Se. . Referred to in Mr. Taylor's report, but not attached to iz. 
|» is a report showing those major streets which have 
| ) sidewalks and which do not. In addition, this report 
| | indicates those streets where sidewalks will be constructed 
. | within the 5-year period due to Capital works Projects, | 7 
' etc. Because of the size of this report, copies will not 
| | be available and will not be distributed to the Committee | 
) | § Members until just before the meeting. 
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Mr. Taylor recommends: 


(a) That the 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study dated January 21, 
1982 be circulated to all Members of Council for 
their information. 
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| | (b) That the 1981 Sidewalk Needs study dated January 21, 
| 1982 be used as the basis for determining future 
Capital Works Sidewalk Programs. 


File: F.06.03.03 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


3. Interim Report dated January 18, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works regarding the 
See of hazardous materials on proposed truck 
routes. 


During the discussion of the Truck Route Network Study, 

1981, at the Public Works Committee Meeting on October 1, 

1981, Mayor McCallion requested the Commissioner of 

Engineering and Works to prepare a report on the . 
transportation of hazardous materials in the City of | " 
Mississauga. 


LS SS ee ee le eee mee - - 


In his report dated January 18, 1982, Mr. Taylor advises 
that new legislation is before the Ontario Legislature in | 
the form of Bill 93, The Dangerous Goods Transportation ; 
Act, 1981, a copy of which is attached to the report. This 
Bill has already received second reading, but after its | 
proclamation cannot come into force and effect until 
regulations prescribed under Section 11 have been enacted, 
and this will not occur until after the Federal Governmenmt 
has prepared its list of dangerous goods under its own 
draft legislation. 
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- 4- January 21, 1982 , , 
| ) ITEM 3 CONTINUED... | i 


) Mr. Taylor further advises that his Department has done 

) preliminary work in looking into possible routes for the 

transportation of dangerous goods and identified in general 

) terms, the industrial areas of the City which may possibly 

) be generators or points of destination of these products. 

| However, it is only when dangerous products are accurately 

. defined and legislation is in place that it would be 

| : possible to designate routes and restrict movement to ) 
) . particular areas or on certain roads. . ; 


; +] 
| | Mr. Taylor recommends: | 


"That the City of Mississauga request both the 

' ; | Federal and Provincial Governments to expeditiously 

| ; | pass legislation regulating the movement of hazardous 
| ; | goods by all modes of transportation, and that the 
legislation empower local municipalities to have the 
authority to pass by-laws designating only certain 


roads within their jurisdiction for the movement of 
such material." 


File: A.02.04.06.01 


RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


4, Report dated January 18, 1982, from the Commissioner of | ) 
Engineering and works regarding a policy with respect to | ; 
servicing City-owned lands Proposed for sale. | 


General Committee, at its meeting on September 23, 1981, 
considered a report from Mr. R. K. Johnston, Director of 
Realty Services, regarding two building lots at 25)] and 
2717 Whaley Drive which had been purchased from the City of 
Mississauga by Frank and Michele Scappicio. At that time, 
General Committee made the following recommendation, which 
was adopted by Council on September 28, 198): 


(a) That the City of Mississauga re-purchase the two 
building lots described as Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4 on | . 
Reference Plan 43R-4442 (2511 and 2717 Whaley Drive) | 
at the original purchase price paid by Frank and 
Michele Scappicio as the conditions of the tenders 
required the purchaser to extend the municipal 
services to service the lot including the existing 
storm sewer as this servicing will inflict severe ) 
financial hardship on Frank and Michele Scappicio. 
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(b) That the Commissioner of Engineering and works 
Prepare a report for the consideration of the Public 
Works Committee regarding the policy with respect to 
Servicing of City lands proposed for sale. 
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ITEM 4 CONTINUED... ' 
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In his report dated January 18, 1982, Mr. Taylor advises ) 
that after reviewing the misunderstanding which occurred ; 
when the city-owned lands on Whaley drive were offered for 

sale, he recommends that all residential lots which have 

sanitary, storm and water available be sold as fully 

serviced lots, lots which can only be serviced with 

wba and water be provided with these services, and the 

prospective purchaser be required to acknowledge that he is 

aware that storm sewer service cannot be obtained, and with 

respect to industrial lands, that these be sold without , 
sanitary, storm and water connections being available to ; +4 
the street line and the prospective purchaser be required 
to acknowledge the fact at the time of tendering. 
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Mr. Taylor recommends: 


(a) POLICY FOR SELLING RESIDENTIAL LOTS WHERE FULL 





Residential lots should be sold only as fully 
serviced lots (sanitary, storm and water) by the 
City. In the event that these services have not been 
installed to the street line the City should give a 
firm price for installation of these services, and 
this should be added to the selling price of the 

lot. The services should be installed within 60 days 
of the close of the deal by the City. 


(b) POLICY FOR SELLING RESIDENTIAL LOTS WHERE SANITARY 


AND WATER ONLY ARE AVATCABLE 


(1) The prospective owner will sign a certificate 
at the time he makes the offer and acknowledge 
the fact that he was made aware that sanitary 
sewer and water services only were available to 
the property. 
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(ii) If the sanitary connections and the water 
connections have not been brought to the street 
line the policy referred to above for fully 
serviced residential lots will be instituted. 
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(c) POLICY FOR SELLING INDUSTRIAL LOTS ie | 


Industrial lots will not be sold with services 
available, due to the fact that it is usually 
impossible to ascertain where a future owner might 
wish to locate the services for an industrial lot, or 
the size of same. It will, therefore, be a condition : 
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ITEM 4 CONTINUED... | ) 


| f for the sale of an industrial lot that a prospective 
| | Eyres will sign a certificate indicating that he 
s fully aware that services (storm, sanitary and 
water)have not been provided to the street line for 
! such industrial lot. 
; 


File: E.02.02.01 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 
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| i 5. Report dated January 18, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
| Fe gente) and Works ae the. distinction of refuse 
for recycling and refuse for dis 


posal by the garbage 
contractor and his employees. 
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During the discussuion of the collection of parbage: brush 
and debris at the Public Works Committee Meeting on October 
| 7 1, 1981, Mayor McCallion requested the Commissioner of 
| ae Engineering and Works to investigate and prepare a report 
| J on complaints she and other Councillors had received that 
| se the garbage contractor was not distinguishing between 
| ; | refuse for recycling and refuse for disposal. 
























In his report dated January 18, 1982, Mr. Taylor advises 
that as part of the tender documents, it was stipulated 
that the collection of bundled newspaper was to be 
performed on a weekly basis for single family dwellings and 
multi-family developments. This work also included the 
disposal of the waste newspaper collected as determined by 
the contractor, but under no circumstances was it to be 
disposed of at the Region of Peel Sanitary Landfill Site. 
Mr. Taylor reports that in his communications with the 
contractor, Robran Construction, he has been advised that 
the disposal of waste newspaper has been volatile and the : 
demand for recycled newsprint fluctuates greatly within 
short periods of time. DOuring the first six months of the | 
contract, the contractor collected 59.1 ton plus an : 
approximate 20 ton which is located at the Region of Peel | 
landfill site, but which has not as yet been disposed of to 
the company accepting the paper collected. In order that 
this situation does not recur in 1982, he suggests that . 
Robran Construction be requested to advise on the tonnage | ' 
of paper picked up each month and advise whether or not 
— end user is accepting all of the newspaper sent to 

mn. 
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| ) -/- January 21, 1982 
| | SS 
| | ITEM 5 CONTINUED... bal 
| | | Mr. Taylor recommends: | | 
) | (a) That Robran Construction be required to provide once 
) | a month, by the 15th day of the month, a statement | 
) | indicating the tonnage of paper which they have 
| collected separately in the previous month. ) 
; : 
| . (b) That Robran Construction be required to advise if the | | 
) 4 end user of the newspaper has accepted all the | 
) newspaper which Robran Construction delivered to them ) , 
| | in the previous month. ‘ +4 
| | (c) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works advise 
| . monthly on the tonnage of paper picked up, and if the ) . 
) | end user has accepted all of the newspaper provided 
| | | by Robran Construction. 
| (d) That the Commissioner of Engineering and works 
investigate whether or not Ontario Paper in St. 
Catharines is still willing to pick up in Mississauga 
all of the newspaper which the City of Mississauga : 
can provide, either on an "as required", or a 
contract basis. 
File: F.05.04.03 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION | 
6. Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works 
Committee as of January 19, 1982. 
File: A.03.04.06 | | 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT . | 
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To 


Dept. 


Chairman and Members of the 


Public Works Committee 





Lily Ul Widais3auya 
MEMORANDUM FILES: 11 141 00039 








17 111 82114 
11 431 83001 


William P. Taylor, P. Eng. 


Engineering and Works 





P.W. va Aaa 21/8 








January 18, 1982 


SUBJECT: Sidewalk Construction on major roads and sidewalk 
priorities. 

ORIGIN: Requests for Reports 246-81 and 314-81 

COMMENTS : We have prepared for Public Works Committee's 





consideration a report showing those major streets 


which have sidewalks and those which do not. In 
addition, this report indicates those streets where 
sidewalks will be constructed within the 5-year 
period due to Capital Works Projects, etc. 


We are also attaching a copy of the report which 

was submitted to the Budget Committee dated January 

7, 1982, which recommends a policy for constructing 
sidewalks on major roads adjacent to new developments. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1 - That the 198 
January 21, 


of Council for their information. 
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| RECEIVED |” — ganuary 21, 
Pers determining 
i Reaistay wo. 6/8 Programs. 
Te JAN19 1982 
~ No. fF. o6 .03,.03., 
~ “RK'S DEPARTMENT 


WPT .mh 
att. 
c.c. E. M. Halliday. 


1 Sidewalk Needs Study dated 
1982 be circulated to all members 


That the 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study dated 


1982 be used as the basis for 
future Capital Works Sidewalk 
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William P. Taylor,P 
Commissioner. 
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FILE: 11 321 82001 


Mayor and Members of William P. Taylor, P. Eng. 


Budget Committee Engineering and Works 


January 7, 1982 


Sidewalk construction on major roads: 
1982 Capital Budget Discussions. 


The existing City policy is that the City constructs 
sidewalks on all City major roads from City funds. 

In addition, the City is required to construct sidewalks 
on Regional Roads, and Council has adopted a policy 
that developers adjacent to Regional roads be required 
to provide the funds for sidewalk construction on same. 
The present policy is not satisfying the demand for 
sidewalks on major roads in that the City does not 

have adequate funds. Further, our review of the side- 
walk requirements on the existing major road system 
indicates that we have approximately 5 million dollars 
worth of sidewalks to construct as 4 "now" need, anc 
that the future needs in areas yet to be develcped 
will recuire an additional 93 million dollars for 
sidewalk construction. 


Zi 
ee We would, therefore, suggest that consideration be 
= JANS - a7 given to making it a requirement for ail plans of sub- 
a Oe Givision, re-zonings, site plans, etc., adjacent +o 
> F major roads, that the developer deposit with the City 
, waas sufficient to construct @ sidewalk on the major 
road which borders the development. Further, we are 
. not suggesting that the major road levy be adjusted 
because of this change due to the fact that the levy 
is based on 50% M.T.C. subsicy on a major road, and 
at the present time the amount of subsidizable work 
is only about 40-45%. The reason for this is that 
sidewalks and streetlighting are non-subsidizable items. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1 - That on draft plans of subdivision which have not 
been approved by Council as of January AS 1982 
the developers be required to Day the City the 
cost of constructing a sidewaik on a major road 
which abuts their plan of subdivision (where no 


sidewalk presently exists). 
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RECOMMENDATIONS: 
(continued) 2 - That all re-zonings and site plans which have 
not been approved by Council as of January 

, 1982 be required to pay for the cost of 
constructing a sidewalk on a major road which 
is adjacent to the development (where no sidewalk 
presently exists). 


3 - That the cash-in-lieu payments for sidewalks 
on major roads be set up in a special reserve . 
fund, with interest to be credited to the Special 
Sidewalk Reserve Fund, and that a specific 
amount be withdrawn annually from the fund 
for sidewalk construction on major roads on 
a City-wide basis. Further, if this recommendatio: 
cannot be administered by the Treasury Department, 
the cash-in-lieu-of policy of this report be 
reconsidered. 


William P. Taylor, P. Enc. 
Commissioner. ,; 


WPT .mh 

c.c. E. M. Halliday, 
D. A. R. Ogilvie, 
W. Munden 
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REQUEST NO. 241-81 
: CLERKS FILE No. A.02.04.06.01. 


| | P. W. oar aaa 21 fea, . | 
; / January 18, 1982 | 
; ta 


LADIES & GENTLEMEN : 


SUBJECT : Transportation of Hazardous Materials. 
SOURCE : Public Works Committee meeting held on December 11, 1981. | 
COMMENTS : Our Legal Department has advised that the Province has no 


legislation at present dealing specifically with the trans- 
portation of hazardous goods. There is a provision in the 
Ontario Municipal Act which enables a municipality to pass 
“such by-laws and make such regulations for the health, 
safety, morality, and welfare of the inhabitants in matters 
not specifically provided for in this by-law as may be 
deemed expedient and not contrary to law". 


: ee The Legal Department comments that it may be possible for a 
) i be frie ; municipality to pass a by-law similar to that enacted by 
| p=“ CIVEN j Edmonton. However, since the Province is already moving 
! REGISTRY ; | _ in that direction, ‘such a by-law may not be long lived. 
| “SHY Fug, 
i DA , 6/7 Bill 93, The Dangerous Goods Transportation Act, 1981, has 
, VATE JAN4 Q 1982 received second reading in the Ontario legislature, and 
i =e even if it receives third reading, after proclamation it 
; “ILE Ho, A. OP « cannot come into force and effect until regulations 
] 0 : 4, 06, | prescribed under Section 11 have been enacted. A copy of : 
LWSEERK'S DEPA Oras, IT J Bill 93 is attached for your information. , 


Mr. Gilbert, the Deputy Minister of Transportation and 
Communications for Ontario, indicated that the Province 
will enact regulations when the Federal Government prepares 
their list of dangerous goods under their draft legislation. 


looking at possible routes for the transportation of 
dangerous goods and identified in general terms, the 
industrial areas of the City which may possibly be 
generators or points of destination for these products. 
However, it is only when dangerous products are accurately 
defined and legislation is in place, we can designate routes 
and restrict movement to particular areas or on certain 
roads as we are enabled by the legislation. 


| 

The Engineering Department has done preliminary work in . 
continued ... 
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The Dangerous Goods Transportation Act, 1981 
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BILL 93 


The Dangerous Goods Transportation Act, 1981 


PER MAJESTY, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario, 
enacts as follows: 


1. In this Act, Interpre- 


tale 


(a) “analyst” means any person designated as an analyst 
under the Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act (*' 
: ani 
(Canada); 


46 


(b) “container” means transport equipment, including 
equipment that, 


(i) is carried on a chassis, 


(ii) is strong enough to be suitable for repeated use, 
and 


(iii) is designed to facilitate the transportation of 
goods without intermediate reloading, 


but does not include a vehicle; 


(c) “dangerous goods” means any product, substance or 
organism included by its nature or by the regulations in 
any of the classes listed in the Schedule; 


“highway” means a highway as defined in The Highway > — 1970, 


Traffic Act, 


“inspector” means any person designated as an inspector 
by the Minister under this Act; 


“Minister” means the Minister of Transportation and 
Communications; 


“packaging” means any receptacle or enveloping ma- 
terial used to contain or protect goods, but does not 
include a container or a means of transport; 


“prescribed” means prescribed by the regulations; 
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RSO 1970, 


c. 202 


1980, c. 36 
Can.) 


W here Act 
tlacs net 
apply 


(i) “regulations” means the regulations made under this Act 
unless the context indicates otherwise, 


(j) “safety mark” includes any design, symbol, device, sign, 
label, placard, letter, word, number, abbreviation or 
any combination thereof that is to be displayed on 
dangerous goods, packaging or containers or vehicles 
used in the transporting of dangerous goods; 


(k) “safety requirements” means requirements for the 
transportation of dangerous goods, the reporting of the 
transportation, the training of persons engaged in the 


. . 


transportation and the inspection of the transportation; 


(1) “safety standards” means standards regulating the 
design, construction, equipping, functioning or perfor- 
mance of containers, packaging or vehicles used in the 
transporting of dangerous goods; 


(m) “shipping document” means any document that accom- 
panies dangerous goods being transported and that 
describes or contains information relating to the goods 
and, in particular, but without restricting the generality 
of the foregoing, includes a bill of lading, cargo manifest, 
shipping order or way-bill; 


(x) “trailer” means a trailer as defined in The Highway 
Traffic Act; 


(o) “Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act (Canada)” 
means the Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act 
(Canada), as amended from time to time and includes 
the regulations made under that Act from time to time 
unless the context indicates otherwise, 


(p) “vehicle” means a vehicle as defined in The Highway 
Traffic Act. 


* (1) This Act does not apply to dangerous goods trans- 
ported in a vehicle, 


(a) while under the sole direction or control of the Minister 
of National Defence for Canada; or 


(b) for which a permit is issued under subsection 2 while 


there is compliance with the permit. 


(2) The Minister or a person designated by him may issue a 
permit exempting, from the application of this Act, the transpor- 


tation of dangerous goods in a vehicle. 
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(3) A permit issued under 
and conditions 
I 


Subsection 2 js subje 


“lt to such terms Idem 
r considers 4ppropria 


te and are con- 


as the issue 
aned in the permit. 


(4) The Minister may designate in writing any person as a Person 
. , ; ' Hlegnater 
person authorized to issue a permit referred to in subsection 2. 
(5) This Act binds the Crown. 


Apphcation 
to Crown 


%. No person shall transport any dangerous goods in a vehicle 
on a highway unless, 


Offences 


(a) all applicable Prescribed safety requirements are com- 
plied with; and 


(6) the vehicle and all containers and packaging in it com ply 
with all applicable Prescribed safety standards and dis- 
play all applicable Prescribed safety marks. 


(2) Every person who 
the regulations for which 
is guilty of an offence an 
more than $10,000. 


contravenes any prov 
no other penalt y 
d is liable on con 


ision of this Act or Idem 
'S provided by this Act 
viction to a fine of not 


G. In any prosecution for an offence under this Act, it is suffi- oe 
cient proof of the offence to establish that it was committed by an 30.7) 
employee or agent of the accused whether or not the 
agent is identified or has been prosecuted for the offe 
defence for the accused to establish that the offence 


ted without his knowledge and that he took all reas 
ures to prevent its commission, 


employee or 
nce, butitisa 
was commit- 
ynable meas- 


~ ae - 
oe 


7. Any officer, di 
(irected, authorized 
( ' the commission of an offence isa 


and is liable ON CONViction to the 
whether or not the 


rector or agent of 1 


he corporation who Officers, 
» assented to, acquiesce 


din or Participated in Corporation . 
party to and guilty of the offence 

penalty provided for the offence 

Corporauion has been prosecuted or convicted. 
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a %.—(1) Subject to subsections 3 and 4, a certificate or report 
oengerctor appearing to have been signed by an inspector or analyst stating 
7 aeee that he has made an inspection or analyzed or examined a vehicle, 
product, substance or organism and stating the results of the 
inspection, analysis or examination is admissible in evidence in 
any prosecution for an offence under this Act without proof of the 
sicnature or official character of the person appearing to have 
signed the certificate or report and, in the absence of any evidence 


to the contrary, is proof of the statements contained in the certifi- 
cate or report. 


4 opecs or 


(2) Subject to subsections 3 and 4, a copy Or an extract made by 
eatracts . : . 
an inspector under clause 6 of subsection 2 of secuion 10 and 
appearing to have been certified under his signature as a true copy 
or extract is admissible in evidence in any prosecution for an 
offence under this Act without proof of the signature or official 
character of the person appearing to have signed the copy or 
extract and, in the absence of any evidence to the contrary, has the ; 
same probative force as the original document would have if it had e 
been proved in the ordinary way. 
orp (3) The party against whom a certificate or report is produced 
or eens under subsection 1 or against whom a copy or an extract is 
produced under subsection 2 may require the attendance of the 
inspector or analyst who signed or appears to have signed the 


certificate, report, copy or extract for the purposes of cross-exami- 
nation. 


Notice (4) No certificate, report, copy or extract referred to in subsec- 


tion | or 2 shall be received in evidence unless the party intending 

’ to produce it has served on the party against whom it is intended to 
be produced a notice of such intention together with a duplicate of 
the certificate, report, copy or extract. 


Designation .—(1) The Minister may designate any person as an 
of inspectors ‘ , 
inspector for the purposes of this Act. 


: og (2) An inspector shall be furnished with a certificate of his 

i certificate designation and, on inspecting any container, packaging or 
vehicle he shall, if so required, produce the certificate to the 
person in charge of the thing being inspected. 

Certificate (3) Where an inspector inspects or takes a sample of anything 

under this Act he shall, if the thing is sealed or closed up, provide 

the person in charge of it with a certificate in prescribed form 

evidencing the inspection or taking of the sample. 


biiert of 


nee (4) Acertificate provided under subsection 3 relieves the person 
tritinate 


to or for whose benefit it is provided of liability with respect to the , 
inspection or taking of a sample evidenced by the certificate, but 
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does net otherwise exempt that person from compliance with this 
Act and the regulations. 


10. —-(1) For the purpose of ensuring compliance with this Act nA 178 
and the regulations, an inspector may, at any time, stop and 
| inspect a vehicle and its load where he believes that dangerous 
yoods are being transported, and request the opening and inspec- 
tion of or open and inspect any container, packaging or vehicle on 
a highway wherein or whereby he believes that the dangerous 
goods are being transported. 


imspecior 


(2) On inspecting any container, packaging or vehicle under M*Pe%e" 
subsection 1, an inspector may, 


(a) for the purpose of analysis, take samples of anything 
found therein that he believes on reasonable and 
probable grounds to be dangerous goods, and 


examine and make copies and extracts of any books, 
records, shipping documents or other documents or pap- 
ers that he believes on reasonable and probable grounds 
contain any information relevant to the administration 
or enforcement of this Act and the regulations. 


(3) The owner or person who has the charge, management or Asta 
control of any container, packaging or vehicle inspected under aapeatans 
subsection 1 shall give an inspector all reasonable assistance in his 
power to enable the inspector to carry out his duties and 
functions under this Act. 


(4) No person shall, while an inspector is exercising his powers Utstructes 
or carrying out his duties and functions under this Act, Seampestass 
(a) fail to comply with any reasonable request of the 


inspector; 


(b) knowingly make any false or misleading statement 
either verbally or in writing to the inspector, 


(c) except with the authority of the inspector, remove, alter 
or interfere in any way with anything removed by the 
inspector; or 


(d) otherwise obstruct or hinder the inspector. 


11.—(1) The Lieutenant Governor in Council may make Regulations 
regulations, 


(a) prescribing products, substances and organisms to be 
included in the classes listed in the Schedule, 
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(b) 


(c) 


Q) 


(k) 


6 


establishing divisions, subdivisions and groups of 
dangerous goods and classes thereol; 


specifying, for each product, substance and organism 
prescribed under clausea, the class listed in the Schedule 
and the division, subdivision or group into which it falls; 


determining or providing the manner of determining the 
class listed in the Schedule and the division, subdivision 
or group into which any dangerous goods not prescribed 
under clause a falls; 


exempting from the application of this Act and the 
regulations or any provision thereof the transporting of 
dangerous goods in such quantities or concentrations, in 
such circumstances, for such purposes or in such 
vehicles as are specified in the regulations, 


prescribing the manner of identifying any quantities or 
concentrations of dangerous goods exempted under 
clause ¢; 


prescribing the manner in which a permit under clause b 
of subsection 1 of section 2 shall be applied for and 
issued; 


prescribing safety marks, safety requirements and safety 
standards of general or particular application; 


prescribing shipping documents and other documents to 
be used in respect of the transporting of dangerous goods 
in a vehicle on a highway, the information to be included 
in such documents and the persons by whom and man- 
ner in which such documents are to be used and retained; 


prescribing forms for the purposcs of this Act and the 
regulations; 


amending the Schedule; 


(1) fixing the form, amount, nature, class, terms and con- 


ditions of insurance or bond that shall be provided and 
carried by persons or classes of persons while trans- 
porting dangerous goods in a vehicle or class of vehicle 
on a highway; 


(m) prohibiting the transporting of dangerous goods under 


such circumstances as are prescribed; 


(x) prohibiting the transporting of such dangerous goods as 


are prescribed. 
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(2) Any regulation made under subsection } may adopt by Crle, et . 
refercnee, in whole or in part, with such changes as the Lieutenant aes Lis 
Governor in Council considers necessary any code or standard, or rence 
any rerulatien made by the Government of Canada, and may 
require compliance with any code, standard or regulation that is 
SO adopted. 





'=.—(1) The Minister may, with the approval of the Lieuten- peseeeate 
. . : , . . = eypeciing 
ant Governor in Council, enter into an agreement with the Gov- 


enforcement 
ernment of Canada with respect to the administration and 
enforcement of, 


(a) this Act and the regulations or any provision thercof; 
and 


' 
(b) the Transportaiion of Dangerous Goods Act (Canada), Cony 3 
or any provision thereof. 


(2) An agreement entered into under subsection | may provide —. 
for any matters necessary for or incidental to the implementation, revenues 
administration or enforcement agreed on and for the apportion- —— 
ment of any costs, expenses or revenues arising therefrom. 


eens - 0 


1:$.—({1) Where a provision in, Act has 
primacy over 
K.S.O. 1970, 


(a) The Boilers and Pressure Vessels Act; oon 189, 
1971, c. 44 


(b) The Gasoline Handling Act: asamintes 
(c) The Highway Traffic Act: 
(d) The Energy Act, 1971: or 


le) The Pesticides Act, 1973 , 


oe 968 me = 


purports to require or authorize anything that is a contravention 
of this Act, this Act applics and prevails unless it is specifically 
provided that the provision is to apply notwithstanding this Act. : 


(2) For the purposes of subsection 1, a reference to an Act interpre 


mentioned in subsection 1 includes all regulations, rules or orders 
made under the Act. 


i4. This Act comes into force on a day to be named by proc- aia 
lamation of the Lieutenant Governor. 


Se ee 
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| 1. The short title of this Act is The Dangerous Goods Trans- S»*t title 
portation Act, 1981. 
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SCHEDULE 


Class Explosives, including explosives within the meaning of the Explosives 
Art (Canada) 


Class (aases: compressed, deeply refrigerated, liquefied or dissolved under 
pressure 


Class Flammable and combustible liquids 


Class 4 — Flammable solads; substances liable to spontancous combustion; sub- 
stances that on contact with water emit flammable gases 


Class 5 — Onidizing substances; organic peroxides 

Class 6 — Poisonous (toxic) and infectious substances 

Class 7 

Class & — Corrosives 

Class 9 — Miscellancous products, substances or organisms conudered by the ‘ 
Lieutenant Governor in Council to be dangerous to life, health, prop- } 


erty or the environment when transported in a vehicle on a highway 
and prescribed to be included in this class. 
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The Dangercus Goods Transportation 
Act, 1981 


ee 


Ist Reading 
* June 2nd, 1981 


2nd Reading 


3rd Reading 
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THE Hon. J. W. Sxow 
Minister of Transportation and 
Communications 
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(Government Bill) 
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‘U0 Chap. | s HIGHWAY TRAFFIC Sec. 93 (7) 






the person had not been issued a permit under this section and had 
been convicted of an offence under section 99, 100 or 101 in respect 
of any gross vehicle weight, axle unit weight or axle group weight 
in excess of the maximum allowable weights permitted under this 
Act or the regulations. 1977, c. 65, s. 1, part. 










- 94.—(1) Every vehicle carrying a load which overhangs 
the rear of the vehicle to the extent of 1.5 metres or more 
while on a highway shall display upon such overhanging 
load at the extreme rear end thereof at any time from 
one-half hour after sunset to one-half hour before sunrise, 
or at any other time when there is insufficient light or 
unfavourable atmospheric conditions, a red light, and at all 
other times a red flag or a red marker sufficient to indicate 
the projection of the load. 1977, c. 65,s. 1, part; 1978, c. 4, s. 12. 

















ames (2) No person shall operate or permit to be opcrated 
vehwle. ete. upon a highway any motor vehicle or trailer unless the load 
that the vehicle or trailer is carrying is firmly bound, suffi- 
ciently covered, or otherwise secured or loaded, in such 
manner that no portion of the load may become dislodged 
or fall from the motor vehicle or trailer. 1977, c. 65, s. 1, 
part; 1979, c. 57, s. 6. 
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(3) The Lieutenant Governor in Council may make regula- 
tions, 









(a) prescribing the manner of loading, and of covering 
and securing loads on vehicles or classes of vehicles 
operated on highways or classes of highways: 






(6) designating the vehicles or classes of vehicles and 
the highways or classes of highways to which any 
loading. covering or securing provisions are to apply; 
and 








(c) prescribing classes of vehicles, highways and loads for 
the purposes of clauses (a) and (0). 









(4) Every person who contravenes any of the provisions of this 
section or of a regulation made under subsection (3) is guilty of an 
: offence and on conviction is liable to a fine of not less than $50 and 
, not more than $100 and, in addition, his driver's licence issued 
under section 18 and his permit issued under section 7 may be 
suspended for a period of not more than sixty days. 1977, c. 65, 
Ss. 1, part. 
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Regulations 9.—(1) The Lieutenant Governor in Council may make 
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of regulations, 
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Chap. 198 
(4) classifying and de 


fining explosives 
materials 


and dangeroys 


(5) regulating or 
explosives and 
thereof by 


Prohibiting the transportation of 
dangerous materials or any class 
4 vehicle on a highway ; 

(c) regulating the 
plosives and 
thereof to be tr 
and 


Preparation and packaging of ex. 
dangerous materials 


OF any class 
ansported by a vehicle 


on a highway. 


(a) requiring the labelling of packages and containers 
of explosives and dange ls or any class 
thereof and Prescribing the labels to be attached to 
such packages and containers. 


rous materia 


egulation made un 
by reference, in whole or in 


4 , : , reference 
Lieutenant Governor in C ouncil considers necessary any code 
Or standard, or any regulation made by the Goy 


emment of 
nada, and may require compliance with any code. Standard 
or regulation that is so adopted. 


der subsection (1) may adopt Code, etc. 
: may 
Part, with such changes as the adopted by 


_ 


(3) Every person w 
Of a regulation made under this section is 
and on conviction is liable to a fine of not le 


more than $500 or to imprisonment for a te 
three months, or to both. 1977, ¢ 6S, s. 1, part. 


ho contravenes any of the Provisions Penalty 


guilty of an offence 
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96.—(1) The art, 


tions made under this section, do not ap 
sional farm vehicles. 


Provisions of this I other than regula- Over. 


} , dimensional) 
"10 Over- IMen- farm 
Ply men vehicles 
exempt 


(2) The Lieutenant Gove 
tions, 


ror in Council may make reg 


ula- Regulations 


(a) regulating oy prohibiting the 
dimensional farm vehicles or ¢ 
highway o 


movement of Over- 


lasses thereof on a 
ron Classes of highways: 


() requiring that seort vehicles or ¢] 
vehicles accompany over-dime 
OTF classes thereof on a 


asses of escort 
‘nsional farm Vehicles 
highway or classe< of high 


(¢) prescribing the types, specifications 


and locations 
of markings, signs and lights that shal] 


be Carrica by 
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Public Works Committee Engineering and Works 
Dept. Dept. 


P. W. — ame January 19, 1982 | 


SUBJECT: Policy with respect to servicing City-owned lands 








oo 
— 


which are proposed for sale. 


ORIGIN: General Committee Recommendation 1263 - Request for 
Report 230-81. 


eee ES ee ee 


COMMENTS : As a result of the misunderstanding which occurred 
when the City-owned lands on Whaley Drive were offered 
for sale, we have been asked to suggest a policy 
which should be considered for servicing City-owned 
lands which are proposed for sale. 


After reviewing the matter we are recommending that 
all residential lots which have sanitary, storm and 
water available be sold as fully serviced lots. In 
addition, we are suggesting that lots which can only 
be serviced with sanitary and water be provided with 
these services, and the prospective purchaser be 
required to acknowledge that he is aware that storm 
sewer service cannot be obtained. 


With respect to industrial lands we are recommending 
that these be sold without sanitary, storm and water 
connections being available to the street line and 
the prospective purchaser will acknowledge the fact 
at the time of tendering. 


The following is recommended for consideration: 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 1 - POLICY FOR SELLING RESIDENTIAL LOTS WHERE 
FULL SERVICES ARE AVAILABLE - 





Le = 


; 
; 
Te ; 
Residential lots should’be sold only as 
ww ms Vhs i fully serviced lots (sanitary, storm and ' 
. AY: water) by the City. In the event that 


i these services have not been installed 
' VATE JAN4Q 1982 
| services, and this should be added to the 


to the street line the City should give 
seins E 02. e2-o/ ! selling price of the lot. The services 
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a firm price for installation of these | 
ae should be installed within 60 days of the 


* wa Ther close of the deal by the City. 
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Chairman and Members of the 


Public Works Committee - continued Page 2 


| 
RECOMMENDATIONS : | 
(continued) 2- POLICY FOR SELLING RESIDENTIAL LOTS WHERE 


SANITARY AND WATER ONLY ARE AVAILABLE 
ee VALLABLE 


a) The prospective owner will sign a certificate 
at the time he makes the offer acknowledge 
the fact that he was made aware that sanitary | 
Sewer and water services only were available ) 


_~- ee eer ee - 


to the property. 


b) If the Sanitary connections and the water 
connections have not been brought to the 
Street line the policy referred to above 


| 
for fully serviced residential lots will | 
be instituted. 


3- POLICY FOR SELLING INDUSTRIAL LOTS 
a TRIAL LOTS 


Industrial lots will not be sold with services 
available,due to the fact that it is usually 
impossible to ascertain where a future 

Owner might wish to locate the services 

for an industrial lot, or the size of same. 

It will, therefore, be a condition for 

the sale of an industrial lot that a prospective 


purchaser will sign a certificate indicating 
that he is fully aware that services (storm, 
Sanitary and water) 


have not been provided 
to the street line for such industrial 





lot. 
William P. Taylor, 
Commissioner. 
WPT .mh 
c.c. E. M. Halliday, 
A. E. McDonald. 
| 
ea sass a 


° — ee ee —— — 
ee seetneneiamentetins 





“— - 


_— o 


—— 


tt, Te 


——— ee 
ee ee ee es ee ee 
— wa sene-s eee (a 0 eee ewe coe ae 


oe ew eee eee Ges ee » 


— 


| 








H, 





Robran Construction Limited, 
151 Main Street East, 
Box 220, 


Grimsby, Mtari 0, 
L3M 463. 
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Attention: Mr. Cliff Neal, 
—__ General Manager 


Dear Sir: 







gr y- 







Re: Refuse Collection Contract 
ection Contract 


We are in receipt of a copy of a letter from Mayor H. McCallion (copy 
enclosed) dated November 27, 1981, expressing her dissatisfaction with 
the waste newspaper collection service. Mr. T. Van Horne and Mr. M. Boyd 
of this department have, over the past few months, discussed with you the 
matter of bundled paper being thrown into the hopper with the rest of the 
garbage. You have always indicated that positive steps would be taken to 
correct this situation, 


however, the problem Still persists even though 
the quantity of Paper collected increased. 
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Better field Supervision to provide tighter control will be necessary to 
improve the level of performance, 


If the truck rack method of collection 
is inadequate to handle the quantities involved, then we would recommend 
that separate collection be performed at least in the heavier areas. 


At a recent Public Works Committee meetin 


pickup) was raised again and we were requested to report on this matter in 
the first week of January. We would, therefore, request that you provide 
us with your comments as SOON aS possible and als 


S of papers collected to date and recycled by 
th the City's contract. Would you please, 
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Yours truly, 


THE CORPORATI GN OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA, 






GhSeAL £30.22 BY 








AEM :dw ‘ William P. Taylor, P. Eng., 
ST! Van Horne THE conronarion or SPTRSSPGr a, EBQNeering and Works 
’ 1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L5B 1M2 
TELEPHONE (416) 279-7600 
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November 27, 1981 
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Our File: 763/81 


Mrs. Jane Winchell 

The Mississauga Clean City Committee . 1} 
33 City Centre Drive, Suite 109 “ 
Mississauga, Ontario 

L5B 1M2 


Dear Jane: ! 
Thank you for drawing to our attention that our , 


garbage collector is not sorting the newspapers, and instead 
is throwing them in with all the garbage. 


. 
Ce ee ee er ee i er pe ny ne See eee ee oe 
- 


This is not the first complaint that I have received 
and I have referred ithe matter to Mr. Bill Taylor to take 
oo % strong action against the contractor to ensure that this 
does not happen. 


~ AOR 20s See ee ee ee eee 


If you receive any more calls: I would appreciate 
hearing from you. ) 


Yours sincerely, 





I ee 


HAZEE MCCALLION 


’ 
| b te MAYOR | | 
by HMC/sr | 

. ae Mr. WP. Taylor, P. Eng. 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 


1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. LSB 1M2 
TELEPHONE 1418) 279.780 


FORM 145 ee a a 


. © aoe te one ~ . 


ee te oe es Ee | : ~ ney Bee aie onc —— _ a : 








cA 0 A A A LL A EE eS 
—- - a a 


-—.- 


= — = — —E Co RR rs Es eer eT NE en et 4 Oe TE LN a TT . - —— he ee ee ll 
ee eee ee te ee we - 
- 





ms 6 te ae 


ee ee 








mm ee ee ee _— —.- — 


- 


or (416) 563-4584 


SES 114 G@OE0C70 


5a 





CONSTRUCTION LIMITED 


151 MAIN STREET EAST / BOX 220 / GRIMSBY,ONTARIO L3M4G3 
3473 Wolfedale Road, Mississauga, L5C 1V8 


January 18, 1982 


W.P. Taylor, P. Eng. 
Commissioner of Engineering & Works, 
City of Mississauga, 
Mississauga, Ontario 


A nn nn Es Ow 


Dear Mr. Taylor: 


We are writing in regard to your letter of December 18, 1981. 
In reply to your letter, and Mayor McCallion's complaint regarding 
paper pick-up in the City of Mississauga, we would like to advise 
you that we have tried very hard to correct the situation. 


We find it difficult to deal with such complaints that are so 
general in nature as those in Mayor McCallion's attached letter. 
It is extremely difficult to handle complaints which do not include 
such information as truck number, street location, or date of incident. 
We also note that many of these incidents are due to the paper not 
being securely tied. Considering that the paper tonnage being 
reclaimed has doubled since our contract began, we feel that we are 
handling the work as well as possible. 


Yours truly, 
Patkd Hud! Veal, 
Clifford Neal, 


by VA ij General Manager 
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SUMMARY OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS 


Noise Attenuation Policies 


Sasa: Moe 
Orchard Dr. and Tomken Rd. (timing of 
construction of sidewalks along all 


«major City roads and Regional roads) 


‘eI Sions 


“o—Jraination of Maintenanc 
i.e. boulevard cutting,parks Sa i 


iorities 
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Public Works Feb.19/81 
Planning Committee 
Mar. 3/81 

Council Mar.9/81 
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Jan. 20/82 


an. 2. ¥. 


11/82 
J ~ s 
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i MEETING #1 " 
F NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS | 
| DATE OF MEETING: Thursday, January 21, 1982 ; 
| PLACE OF MEETING: Committee Room ‘A* 4:00 p.a. 
; i 
Bt MEMBERS PRESENT: Councillor D. Culham, Chairman ) 
tI , Mr. J. Newell, Vice-Chairman f 
Pi i Councillor M. Marland 
P | Councillor D0. Cook F 
E Councillor R. Skjarum | 
P i | Mr. J. Rogers 7 
PY iy Mr. W Schofield ; i} 
t | | Se 
b MEMBERS ABSENT: Mr. P. K. Kar 
| | a 
| | ALSO PRESENT: Councillor F. McKechnie (left 4:45 p.m) 
; | STAFF PRESENT: Mr. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of 


Engineering and Works 
; Mr. A. McDonald, Director, Maintenance 
| Engineering 

Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


MATTERS CONSIDERED 


l. Appointment of a Chairman and Vice-Chairman for the Public 
Works Committee to serve for the year 1982. 


~ = a a a a ee — = 
- -_ ' ee ee - 
tee gama 


were = —— 


+ ! | The Committee endorsed the nomination of Councillor D. 
Culham as Chairman and the nomination of Mr. J. Newell as 
_ of the Public works Committee for the year 
982. 


File: A.03.04.06 See Recommendation #1 (D. Cook) 
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2. Report dated January 18, 1982 from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding sidewalk construction on 
major roads and sidewalk priorities. 
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Mr. Taylor reviewed the background materials included in 
the agenda and advised that, following the Public Works 
Committee's deliberations on October 1, 1981 on the 
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ITEM 2 CONTINUED... 





installation of a sidewalk on the north side of 
Burnhamthorpe Road between Golden Orchard Drive and Tomken 
Road, the recommendation which was ultimately adopted by 
Council read as follows: 


(a) That it be the City of Mississauga's policy to 
construct concrete sidewalks along all major City 
roads where there is adjacent development, and 
further, that the site plans and engineering agreement 
dealing with Regional roads require that the developer 
pay the costs of constructing sidewalks adjacent to 
these roads. 


(b) That the construction of a concrete sidewalk on the 
north side of Burnhamthorpe Road between Golden 
Orchard Drive and Tomken Road be considered in the 
1982 Capital Sidewalk Construction Programme. 


(c) That consideration be given at the time of the 1982 
Capital Budget discussions for an additional 
allocation of $40,000.00 per year to be assigned to 
the Capital Construction Sidewalk Programme to ensure 
that a walk on both sides of Burnhamthorpe Road from 
Etobicoke Creek to Winston Churchill Boulevard evolves 
in harmony with abutting developments. 


(d) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works prepare 
a report for the consideration of the Public Works 
Committee with respect to the timing of the 
construction of sidewalks along all major City roads 
and Regional roads where there is adjacent development 
and the policy of the Ministry of Transportation and 
Communications with respect to the provision of 
sidewalks at clover-leafs. 


The Committee was further advised that at a Capital Budget 
Meeting held on December 16, 1981, it was suggested that in 
1982, the Public Works Committee consider establishing 
sidewalk priorities. 


Mr. Taylor informed the Committee that as a result of these 
directions he had submitted a report dated January 7, 1982, 
to the Budget Committee outlining a policy for sidewalk 
construction on draft plans of subdivision, for re-zonings 
and site plans and for cash-in-lieu payments for sidewalks 
on major roads. As a result of the discussions at the 
Budget Committee Meeting, a Resolution adopting the 
recommended policy would be placed before Council on 
Monday, January 25, 1982. 
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ITEM 2 CONTINUED... 


ee me cee cee sere er ee eee een | ees | eee mene = 


| | Mr. Taylor then circulated to all the Members of the ' 
Committee the 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study (Major Roads 
System) dated January 21, 1982, prepared by his 
; Department. This report showed major streets which do and 
do not have sidewalks and also indicated the streets where 
sidewalks will be constructed within the next five years 


due to Capital Works Projects, etc. 
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Mr. Taylor recommended: 


(a) That the 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study dated January 21, 
1982, be circulated to all Members of Council for 
their information. 


eee re 


(b) That the 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study dated January 21, ‘ . 
1982, be used as the basis for determining future 
Capital Works Sidewalk Programmes. f | 


The Committee scanned the 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study and | | ee 
Councillor Marland pointed out one particular sidewalk in ; | 


OR ee eee ee “ee 


her Ward which she felt could be deleted. 


Mr. Taylor urged all Members of Council to review the Study 
and advise him of their comments. 


At Re mee ee eee oe ree 
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It was recommended by Councllor Cook that the 1981 Sidewalk 
Needs Study dated January 21, 1982, be circulated to all 
Members of Council with the request that they review the 
study and advise the Public Works Committee, in writing by 
February 12, 1982, of any amendments they would like to see 
made to the Study. 
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The 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study was, therefore, deferred to 
the next meeting of the Committee pending receipt of input 
from the Members of Council. 
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File: F.06.03.03 
DEFERRED 
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oe Interim Report dated January 18, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works regarding the 
transportation of hazardous materials on proposed truck 
routes. 
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During the discussion of the Truck Route Network Study, 
1981, at the Public Works Committee Meeting on October l, 
1981, Mayor McCallion requested the Commissioner of 

rela na and Works to prepare a report on the 
transportati 

Mississauga. 
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ITEM 3 


CONTINUED... 


In his report dated January 18, 1982, Mr. Taylor advised 
that new legislation was before the Ontario Legislature in 
the form of Bill 93, The Dangerous Goods Transportation 
Act, 1981, a copy of which was attached to the report. 
This Bill has already received second reading, but after 
its proclamation cannot come into force and effect until 
regulations prescribed under Section 11 have been enacted, 
which would not occur until after the Federal Government 
had prepared its list of dangerous goods under its own 
draft legislation. 


Mr. Taylor further advised that his Department had done 
preliminary work in looking into possible routes for the 
transportation of dangerous goods and identified in general 
terms, the industrial areas of the City which could 
possibly be generators or points of destination of these 
products. However, it is only when dangerous products are 
accurately defined and legislation is in place that it 
would be possible to designate routes and restrict movement 
to particular areas or on certain roads. 


Mr. Taylor recommended: 


"That the City of Mississauga request both the Federal 
and Provincial Governments to expeditiously pass 
legislation regulating the movement of hazardous goods 
by all modes of transportation, and that the 
legislation empower local municipalities to have the 
authority to pass by-laws designating only certain 
roads within their jurisdiction for the movement of 
such material." 


Councillor Marland moved adoption of the recommendation. 
File: A.02.04.06.01 See Recommendation #2 (M. Marland) 
APPROVED 


Report dated January 18, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding a policy with respect to 
servicing City-owned lands proposed for sale. 


General Committee, at its meeting on September 23, 1981, 
considered a report from Mr. R. K. Johnston, Director of 
Realty Services, regarding two building lots at 2511 and 
2717 Whaley Drive which were purchased from the City of 
Mississauga by Frank and Michele Scappicio. At that time, 
General Committee made the following recommendation, which 
was adopted by Council on September 28, 1981: 
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ITEM 4 CONTINUED... 


(a) That the City of Mississauga re-purchase the two ; 
building lots described as Parts » 2, 3 and 4 on / 
Reference Plan 43R-4442 (2511 and 2717 Whaley Drive) 
at the Original purchase Price paid by Frank and 
Michele Scappicio as the conditions of the tenders | 
required the Purchaser to extend the municipal 
services to service the lot including the existing 
storm sewer as this servicing will inflict severe 
financial hardship on Frank and Michele Scappicio. 
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(b) That the Commissioner of Engineering and works prépare | 


& report for the consideration of the Public Works ) 
Committee regarding the policy with respect to / 
servicing of City lands Proposed for sale. 


that after reviewing the misunderstanding which occurred 
when the city-owned lands on Whaley Drive were offered for 
Sale, he recommended that all residential lots which had gt 
Sanitary, storm and water available be sold as fully 
serviced lots; lots which could only be serviced with 
Sanitary and water be provided with these se 
Prospective purchaser be required to acknowledge that he 
WaS aware that storm sewer service could not be obtained; ' 
and with respect to industrial lands, that these be sold 

without Sanitary, storm and water connections being 

available to the Street line and the Prospective purchaser 


be required to acknowledge the fact at the time of 
tendering. 


t | 
In his report dated January 18, 1982, mr. Taylor advised | 2 
; 


Mr. Taylor recommended: 


(a) POLICY FoR SELLING RESIDENTIAL LOTS WHERE FULL 
SERVICES ARE AVAILABLE RVICES ARE AVA TCABLE 


Residential lots Should be sold only as fully serviced 7 
lots (sanitary, storm and water) by the City. In the | 
event that these services have not been installed to | 
the street line the City should give a firm Price for 
installation of these services, and this should be 
added to the selling price of the lot. The services . 


Should be installed within 60 days of the Close of the 
deal by the City. 


(b) POLICY FoR SELLING RESIDENTIAL LOTS WHERE SANITARY AND 
a _AALLAGLE 


J 
(i)The prospective owner will sign a certificate at ! 

the time he makes the offer and acknowledge the 

fact that he was made aware that Sanitary sewer and 

water services only were available to the property. 
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- 6 - January 21, 1982 


ITEM 4 CONTINUED... 


(ii)If the sanitary connections and the water 
connections have not been brought to the street 
line the policy referred to above for fully 
serviced residential lots will be instituted. 


(c) POLICY FOR SELLING INDUSTRIAL LOTS 





Industrial lots will not be sold with services 
available, due to the fact that it is usually 
impossible to ascertain where a future owner might 
wish to locate the services for an industrial lot, or 
the size of same. It will, therefore, be a condition 
for the sale of an industrial lot that a prospective 
purchaser will sign a certificate indicating that he 
is fully aware that services (storm, sanitary and 
water)have not been provided to the street line for 
such industrial lot. 


Mr. Newell moved adoption of the recommendation. 


File: E.02.02.01 See Recommendation #3 (J. Newell) 


APPROVED 


Report dated January 18, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding the distinction of refuse 
for recycling and refuse for disposal by the garbage 
contractor and his employees. 


During the discussuion of the collection of garbage, brush 
and debris at the Public Works Committee Meeting on October 
1, 1981, Mayor McCallion requested the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works to investigate and prepare a report 
on complaints she and other Councillors had received that 
the garbage contractor was not distinguishing between 
refuse for recycling and refuse for disposal. 


In his report dated January 18, 1982, Mr. Taylor advised 
that as part of the tender documents, it was stipulated 
that the collection of bundled newspaper was to be 
performed on a weekly basis for single family dwellings and 
multi-family developments. This work also included the 
disposal of the waste newspaper collected as determined by 
the contractor, but under no circumstances was it to be 
disposed of at the Region of Peel Sanitary Landfill Site. 
Mr. Taylor reported that in his communications with the 
contractor, Robran Construction, he was advised that the 
disposal of waste newspaper had been volatile and the 
demand for recycled newsprint fluctuated greatly within 
short periods of time. DOuring the first six months of the 
contract, the contractor collected 59.1 ton plus an 
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ITEM 5 


-/- January 21, 1982 


CONTINUED... 


approximate 20 ton which is located at the —— of Peel 
landfill site, but which had not as yet been isposed of to 
the company accepting the paper collected. In order that 
this situation does not recur in 1982, he suggested that 
Robran Construction be requested to advise on the tonnage 
of paper picked up each month and advise whether or not 
<i‘? end user is accepting all of the newspaper sent to 
m. 


Mr. Taylor recommended: 


(a) That Robran Construction be required to provide once a 
month, by the 15th day of the month, a statement 
indicating the tonnage of paper which they have 
collected separately in the previous month. 


(b) That Robran Construction be required to advise if the 
end user of the newspaper has accepted all the 
newspaper which Robran Construction delivered to them 
in the previous month. 


(c) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works advise 
monthly on the tonnage of paper picked up, and if the 
end user has accepted all of the newspaper provided by 
Robran Construction. 


(d) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
investigate whether or not Ontario Paper in St. 
Catharines is still willing to pick up in Mississauga 
all of the newspaper which the City of Mississauga can 
provide, either on an "as required", or a contract 
basis. 


Councillor Cook moved adoption of the recommendation. 

File: F.05.04.03 See Recommendation #4 (0D. Cook) 

APPROVED 

Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works 
Committee as of January 19, 1982. 

The adequacy of off-street parking adjacent to condominium 
and townhouse developments was discussed and the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works advised that a report 


would be availabe in February, 1982 on this matter from an 
engineering standpoint. 
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File: A.03.04.06 See Recommendation #5 (R. Sk jarum) 
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ITEM 3 CONTINUED... 


(c) 


4. (a) 


(b) 


(c) 


(d) 


a ee ee 


(ii) If the sanitary connections and the water 
connections have not been brought to the street 
line, the policy referred to above for fully 
serviced residential lots will apply. 


POLICY FOR SELLING CITY-OWNED INDUSTRIAL LOTS 


Industrial lots will not be sold by the City with 
services available, due to the fact that it is 
usually impossible to ascertain where a future owner 
might wish to locate the services for an industrial 
lot, or the size of same. It will, therefore, be a 
condition of the sale of an industrial lot that a 
prospective purchaser must sign a certificate 
indicating that he is fully aware that services 
(storm, sanitary and water)have not been provided to 
the street line for such industrial lot. 


That Robran Construction, the City's refuse 
contractor, be required to provide once a month, by 
the 15th day of the month, a statement indicating 
the tonnage of paper collected separately by them in 
the previous month. 


That Robran Construction be required to advise if 
the end user of the newspaper has accepted all the 
newspaper delivered to them by Robran Construction 
in the previous month. 


That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
advise the Public Works Committee monthly on the 
tonnage of paper picked up, and if the end user has 
accepted all of the newspaper provided by Robran 
Construction. 


That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
investigate whether or not Ontario Paper in St. 
Catharines is still willing to pick up in 
Mississauga all of the newspaper which the City of 
Mississauga can provide, either on an “as required", 
or a contract basis. 


(38-4-82) F.05.04.03 


5. That the Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the 
Public Works Committee as of January 19, 1982, be received. 


(38-5-82) A.03.04.06 
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Streetsville Business Improvement 











Winter maintenance for Roche Court 
Propane Conversion Program 





06.03.02 Sidewalk Maintenance-Ki 
F.05.03.02 Winter maintenance for Mississauga Road 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1982 
: A.M. 
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Ae Report dated February 12, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works, regarding snow removal in the City 
of Mississauga, as requested by Council at its meeting on 
February 8, 1982. 
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In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and works, 
reviews the suggestions that routes to schools receive 

. first priority, that the City of Mississauga consider 

. ) passing a by-law similar to the City of Toronto's which 


i 


) ! requires residents to shovel snow from their sidewalks 
. within 12 hours of a snow fall, and further consider 
; | enacting an Emergency Snow Clearing By-law. In addition, 
. ) the Commissioner of Engineering and Works advises that a 
problem has arisen in 1982 with respect to the City's 
; eo of sidewalks on Regional roads plowed by the 
egion. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works therefore 
recommends: 


(a) That the priority routes for snow plowing, sanding, 
and salting, be the major arterials, the collectors, 
the hospital, the bus routes and all industrial roads. 


(b) That a by-law not be introduced which would require 
the residents of Mississauga to shovel their 
sidewalks. 


(c) That an Emergency Snow Clearing By-law not be 
introduced for priority routes since the existing 
legislation serves us well and parked cars can be 
ee away under Section 116 of The Highway Traffic 

c . 


(e) That the Region of Peel be requested to either plow 
all of the sidewalks on arterial roads in conjunction 
with their road plowing activities, or alternately, 
request the City of Mississauga to plow all Regional 
Toads where there are City sidewalks in order that 
the City can co-ordinate the road and sidewalk snow 
plowing. 


ER OP. eT 8 TF ER = Ee ee, I ES. vetiety = ane. LDA LEE | OE I CE OLY ALND NO AE! ES NM RR OM me we} oat os a . we 


File: F.05.03.01 | 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 
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4. Report dated February 5, 1982, from the Commissioner of ' 
Engineering and Works regarding Sidewalk Plowing and 
Sanding. This report was oo ared as a result of a request 
from Mrs. Jane Shell of 1620 Sandgate Crescent, 

Mississauga, for an increase in the level of service for 

plowing and sanding on Sandgate Crescent from Truscott 

Drive to Vey Road. The Commissioner of Engineering and 

Works advises that this section of sidewalk is not listed 

as a priority route within the guidelines as approved by | 
Council and that the pedestrian count on Sandgate Crescent | 
is high owing to the school located on this street. pe | 
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The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommends: 


"That the Sidewalk Plowing and Sanding service level on 
Sandgate Crescent between Truscott Drive and Vey Road, be 
increased and placed as a priority sidewalk route for 
winter maintenance." 


——— 


File: F.05.03.02 
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RECOMMEND ADOPTION | | 


5. Report dated February 4, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding Sidewalk Plowing and 
Sanding. . The Commissioner of Engineering and Works advises 
that he has received a request to include the sidewalk on 
Mississauga Road from Springbank Road to Indian road as a 
priority route for winter maintenance. Owing to the heavy 
vehicular traffic on Mississauga Road and the school 
children utilizing the sidewalk, the need for an improved ' . 
service is warranted. | 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommends: . 


"That the sidewalk on Mississauga Road from Springbank Road 
to Indian Road be classified as a priority route." 


File: F.05.03.02 
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RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


6. Report dated February 4, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works with respect to Sidewalk Plowing and 
Sanding. The Commissioner of Engineering and Works advises : 
that he has received a request to include the sidewalk on 4 | . 
Roche Court as a priority route for winter maintenance. : 
Owing to the high pedestrian count from the apartment 
complex on both sides of Roche Court, the need for an 
improved service is warranted. 
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ITEM 6 CONTINUED 
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priority route." 


) The Commissioner of Engineering and works recommends: 
) 
; 
| 


| 
"That the sidewalk on Roche Court be classified as a 
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File: F.05.03.02 
RECOMMEND ADOPTION 


Report dated February 4, 1982 from the Commissioner of : a 
Engineering and Works with respect to Tender Tw-28-1981] for 
the Supply, Delivery and Installation of all necessary 
equipment to convert eight (8) vehicles to liquid propane 
operation; to provide propane storage and dispensing 

facilities and regular propane supplies. This report was 


prepared at the request of Council at its meeting held on 
January 11, 1982. 


ee Cree, oF eee cee ee 


In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 

lists a summary of events explaining the reasons for the 
delays in carrying out the propane conversion programme. 

He also advises that it is anticipated that the Ministry of 

Energy approvals and the propane conversion of City cars 

will be completed by March 1, 1982. It should also be 

noted that Superior Propane have accepted responsibility 

for the original errors in the location of the propane tank 

and are, therefore, absorbing any additional costs that are 

incurred for this conversion. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommends: 


"That the report dated January 27, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and works regarding the Supply, 
Delivery and Installation of all necessary equipment to 
convert eight (8) vehicles to liquid propane operation; to 
provide propane storage and dispensing facilities and 
regular propane supplies, be received." 


File: K.03.01 
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RECOMMEND RECEIPT 





Report dated February 15, 1982, from the Commissioner of it ‘ 
er and Works, on the streetlighting in the lid aoe 
Streetsville Business Improvement District. ee 
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| | ITEM 8 CONTINUED | = 
| | ) On January 26, 1981, Council adopted a recommendation of | 
) the Public Works Committee "that Councillor T. Southorn | . 


the Streetsville Business Improvement District". 


In accordance with this recommendation, Councillor Southorn 
met with the Streetsville Business Improvement District 
Association and as a result of this meeting, General 
Committee made the following recommendation, which was 
adopted by Council on February 23, 1981: 
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"(a) That the decorative streetlighting in the 
Streetsville Business Improvement District be 
retained for at least one year on the following basis: 


——— a ae tee te ee weer - 
—< 


(i) that a less expensive light bulb be 
investigated; 


—e >>. -——s* «— 
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(ii) that a clear smoked glass type bulb be replaced 
_,* solid white bulb to reduce the threat of 
theft; 


(iii) that a clamp be added to the bulbs to prohibit 
theft; 


(iv) that the Streetsville Business Improvement 
District Association identify the locations of 
greatest vandalism with a view to removing 
those poles and relocating them in other areas | 
that have been damaged by errant cars and ie be 
further that no replacement poles be installed / 
at remote and unattended locations where ' ae 
vandalism occurs.: Sates 


EP RO oP. eee eee me 


(b) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works report 
on the cost of vandalism of the light fixtures in the 
ee Business Improvement District at the end 
o “” 


ee ee eee 


In his report dated February 5, 1982, the Commissioner of | 
Engineering and Works advises that while the use of less | 
expensive incandescent light bulbs was too expensive to ! 
introduce, solid white globes had been used to replace the 
Clear smoke glass bulbs; theft proof clamps had been 
installed, and the 5 light standards identified by the 
Streetsville Business Improvement District Association as 
being most vandal prone had been eliminated, leaving an mo | 
inventory of 40 light standards. while the City-wide ( oS 
average maintenance cost is $30.00 per light standard, the . 
maintenance cost of the street lights in the Streetsville 

Business Improvement District had been reduced from $1,000 

per light pole in 1980 to $108 per light pole in 1981. 


prepare a report for consideration by General Committee | ) 
2 gg ets the removal of the existing decorative lights in a3 . 
s : 
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| | | ITEM 8 CONTINUED es 
| | The Commissioner of Engineering and Works therefore 4 
) recommends: | 
| ; "That the decorative lights in the Streetsville Business | 
) Improvement District continue to be maintained by the City 
. in 1982 with a further review to be made at the end of 
| 1982." 
| i File: F.02.05.03 ! 
1 RECOMMEND ADOPTION 
: 
| | | . 
. 9. Report dated January 21, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
| . | Engineering and Works, regarding road allowance : 


) ) requirements in Industrial Plans of Subdivison. This 
) | | report was requested by General Committee at its meeting on 
| ) September 24, 1980, at the time consideration was given to | ; 
PA Plan of Subdivision T-79054, J.K. McLennan Developments | ) 
| Limited, lands located at Dixie Road and Egesvees Avenue, ; 
| and the philosophy behind the request was that the City of ) 
| Mississauga should review its right-of-way requirements for i 
. | industrial plans of subdivision having regard for the cost 
of industrial land and the City's intent and adopted policy ; 
which encourages industrial development. ' 
, 


In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
reviews basic concepts in industrial plans for the 
provision of sufficient widths of roads to accommodate the | 
typical tractor trailer type traffic; truck turns into 
driveways; through traffic and related on-street parking 
regulations. In conclusion, he recommends the adoption of : 
the following standards as a requirement of typical 
industrial roads: 


(a) That the right-of-way standards for industrial road 
allowances be adopted as 22 m, 24 m and 26 m, to 
accommodate a 10 m, 12.5 m and 14.5 m pavement 
respectively, as shown on the drawings attached to 
the report of the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works dated January 21, 1982. 


; 
) 
: 
: 
| 


(b) That additional rights-of-way, as deemed necessary, 
be taken at the intersections during the processing ! °, 
of industrial plans of subdivision. | | 


(c) That the designated right-of-way for any industrial | 
street be totally owned by the City as dedicated 
public highway and no easements be permitted. 

. 


(d) That these revised standards be implemented as soon 
as is reasonably practical. 


File: T-79054 : 
A.00.03.01 ’ 


RECOMMEND ADOPTION 
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| mie Mr. William P. Taylor, Commissioner | | 
+i a narrowest tamianate once ) 
Deot.__Engineering and Works 
: OATE FEB 15 82 
; Mis F-oF-62-o6] February 12, 1982 


‘CLERK'S DEPART: ° P. W. DATE feb. 1F. 1982 2 
SUBJECT: ca, Jaemmennaemneee 


ORIGIN: Counci] Meeting - February 8, 1982 


COMMENTS: to sney veen asked to coment on a number of itens with respect | 
to snow removal in the City of Mississauga. | 


i. Priority Routes 


The priority routes for Sanding, salting and snaw Plowing 
are the major arterials, the collectors, the hospital and 
bus routes, and al] industrial roads. Some concern was 

expressed that the routes to the schools should get first 


Joon; that the major routes and the roads to the jos 


locations, hospitals, bus routes and industrial routes are 
the most important. 


2. By-laws 


a) Sidewalk By- law 
A great deal of discussion has taken place recently 
that we should Pass a by-law similar to the City of 
Toronto which requires residents to shovel snow from 
their sidewalks within 12 hours after the fal] of snow. 


It is the City's policy in 1982 to Plow the sidewalks 
aS soon as possible after 8 cm of snow have fallen on 

the priority Sidewalks which were established by Counci] : 

in June of 1982. The balance of the sidewalks are not 
Plowed at any time and it is up to the individual Are 
residents to shovel them or not. We believe that the 
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City of Mississauga's Policy has worked very well in an 
extremely harsh winter and we cannot see any reason to 


impose the City of Toronto's by-law on Mississauga 
residents. 


Again, there has been mentioned that we should enact an 
Emergency Snow Clearing By-law om priority routes in the 
City of Mississauga and the Region of Peel. We have had 
liaison with staff at the Region of Peel and we have 


b) Emergency Snow Clearing By-law e | * 








REC OMMENDAT IONS: 


3. 


The following are recommendations which we would like to make 
with respect to this report: 


' 
Chairman and Members of Public Works a 
February 12, 1982 | 
Page 2 | 
SUBJECT: Snow | 
COMMENTS: - cont'd. concurred with the Regional staff that we are having | 
As 





very few problems in clearing the snow fran our priority 
routes (arterial, collectors, bus routes, etc.) and if 
we encounter the odd parked vehicle we can have then 
removed under Section 116 of the Highway Traffic Act. 


We do encounter a lot of parked cars on our residential : 
streets, hawever, since these are not priority routes ; 
the Emergency Snow Clearing By-law would have no impact 

in this area as it would not apply. | 


We would recommend that an Emergency Snow Clearing By-law 
not be imposed by the City of Mississauga and that we 
continue as we have in the past and that vehicles parked 
on arterial roads be towed away under Section 116 of the 
Highway Traffic Act when deemed necessary. 


Co-ordination between the City and the ion 


A problem has arisen in 1982 which has not occurred previously 
and that is the problem of the City maintaining the sidewalks 
on Regional roads and co-ordinating the sidewalk clearing in 
conjunction with Regional plowing. 


This has not worked very well in at least two heavily travelled 
pedestrian areas -- one being the Cawthra Road bridge over 

the Q.E.W. and the other, Dixie Road between the Queensway 

and Sherway Drive. It seems that this problem can only be 

resolved in either the Region of Peel plowing both the 

sidewalks and the road and/or the City plowing the sidewalks 

and the roads in areas where there is heavy pedestrian movements 
and the road plowing will affect pedestrian movements. The | 
logical one to do this work is the Region of Peel since they | 
are the road authority, however, it would appear that Regional 
staff cannot, or will not, react to the political concerns 

as quickly as City staff. 


That the priority routes for snow plowing, sanding, and 
salting, be the major arterials, the collectors, the hospital, 
the bus routes and all industrial roads. 


That a by-law not be introduced which would require the 
residents of Mississauga to shovel their sidewalks. 
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11 141 00039 
The Chairman and Members of | | fa W. P. Taylor, P. Eng., Commissioner 
ens. The Public Works Committee | = Engineering & Works Department 
oc FER 12 882 
F -65-03-02. February 12, 1982 
P. W. DATE eb JX. /9F 2 | 
SUBJECT : Sidewalk Plowing and Sanding ; 
Confederation Parkway between King Street and , 
Paisley Boulevard. 
ORIGIN : Request from Councillor D. Culham. 
COMMENTS : We have had a request for an increase in the level of 


service for plowing and sanding of the sidewalks on 
Confederation Parkway between King Street and Paisley Boulevard. 


This section of sidewalk is not listed as a priority route ) 
within the guidelines as approved by Council. The pedestrian 
sy is high owing to the number of apartment buildings on 

s street. 


RECOMMENDATION : That the Sidewalk plowing and sanding service level on 
Confederation Parkway between King Street and Paisley Boulevard 
be increased and placed as a priority route for winter ) 


LMG 


W. P. Taylor, P. En 
Commissioner, 
Engineering & Works Department 


cc : E. Halliday 
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| SUBJECT: Sidewalk Snow Plowing - Kirwin Avenue | 
| | a oe Mrs. Bardos, 3100 Kirwin Avenue ) 
| COMMENTS : We have had a request for an increased level of service 
| eae ik for plowing and sanding on Kirwin Avenue from Highway | . 
| | No. 5 to Highway No. 10. | 
At the present time this sidewalk is not listed as a 
i eee ee ee tie quide lines as sqpcoved by | 
; Avenue forms part of the ring road 
system around Highway No. 5 and Highway No. 10 
; intersection and the pedestrian traffic is high due to 
Pi . 
| RECOMMENDATIONS : We would recommend that the service level be increased | 
| to conform with the request from Mrs. Bardos and ; 
| included within the priority list for Sidewalk Maintenance. i 
| | | | 
| | as | | 
; | | 
| 
' | 
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MEMORANDUM 11 141 00039 
Chairman & Members of even 4-_?._ Taylor, P. Eng., Commissioner 


The Public Works Committee Ont. Engineering & Works Department 


SUBJECT 
ORIGIN 


RECOMMENDATION 


dys). 


cc : E. Halliday 
D. J. Debenham 


vee FED 9B | 


F oS .0%-0% | February 5, 1982 


- 


Sidewalk Plowing and Sanding 


Councillor D. Culham 


Mrs. Jane Shell, 1620 Sandgate Crescent 


We have had a request for an increase in the 
level of service for plowing and sanding on Sandgate 
Crescent from Truscott Drive to Vey Road. This 


section of sidewalk is n 


ot listed as a priority 


route within the guidelines as approved by Council. 


The pedestrian count on 


Sandgate Crescent is high 


owing to the school located on this street. 


That the Sidewalk plowing and sanding service level 
on Sandgate Crescent between Truscott Drive and 
Vey Road be increased and placed as a priority 


sidewalk route for winter maintenance. 


Ww. P. Taylor, P. 
Commissioner, 
Engineering & 
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COMMENTS : (Cont'd) | 


tn eel 
January 13, 1982 | 
Ministry of Energy condemned tank installation 


due to contravention of spacing around tank, 
i.e. too close to hydro box and fencing (min. 25'). . 


January 14, 1982 | i 
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Meeting with Superior Propane to ascertain new | | | 
site location for propane tank. | 
; 


| | 4} tbe 

) ; | January 21, 1982 

| | Superior Propane installed tank in new location 
on Tuesday, January 26, 1982. | 

It is anticipated that the Ministry of Energy : | 

approvals and the propane conversion of City ) 

cars will be completed by March 1, 1982. : 


It should also be noted that Superior Propane | . 
have accepted responsibility for the original Sabo 4 
errors in the location of the propane tank and 

are therefore absorbing any additional costs 

that are incurred for this conversion. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the Report dated January 27, 1982 from 
the Commissioner of Engineering and Works, : : . 
regarding the Supply, Delivery and Installation : : ) 
of all necessary equipment to convert eight (8) ‘ | 
vehicles to liquid propane operation; to provide 
propane storage and dispensing facilities and 


regular propane supplies be received. ‘ 
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W. P. Taylor, P. 
Commissioner 
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c.c. E. M. Halliday , 
W. H. Munden 
D. A. Ogilvie 
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v > see. Sri ettg our file : 11 141 00039 ‘ef | 
: MEMORANDUM 17 111 82042 | 
‘ 
_ ‘ 
: " Chairman and Members of > mas Y ae _W.P. Taylor, P. Eng., Commissioner | 
yo The Public Works Committve:> "<= 1675” oot. Engineering & Works Department | | 

_————_—_—_—_————— : 

P. W. DATE 46.18.1982 ‘i. F-02-06-03 ‘February 5, 1982 
) SUBJECT : Streetlighting in the Streetsville Business District 
| ORIGIN Request No. 35-81 rid 4 ' 
) COMMENTS : Council at its meeting of February 23, 1981, adopted the followina | 


recommendation: 
(a) "That the decorative streetlighting in the Streetsville | 
~ Business Improvement District be retained for at least one year ; | 
on the, following basis: a 
i) That a less expensive light bulb be investicated, 


ii) That the clear smoked alass type bulb be replaced with a 
solid white bulb to reduce the threat of theft, 


iii) That a clamp be added to the bulbs to prohibit theft, 


_ Coe OO ee Oe - 


Association identify the locations of oreatest vandalism 

with a view to removina those poles and relocatina them : 
in other areas that have been damaged by errant cars and 
further that no replacement poles be installed at remote 
and unattended locations where vandalism occurs. | 


iv) That the Streetsville Business Improvemetn District | 


(b) That the Commissioner of Enaineering and Works report on the cost 
of vandalism of the liaht fixtures in the Streetsville B.I.D. at 
the end of 1981. 


The followina are our comments under each of the above recommendations: 


i) We have investigated the use of a less expensive light bulb 
which would involve the changina all of the sockets 
and the liahts in order that we may use an incandescent 
light bulb. The estimated cost for this work is approximately : 
$6,000.00 - $7,000.00 and would be considered.counter-producti ve 
arid therefore, did not proceed with any chance. 
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To : Chairman and Members of 
Public Works Committee 


February 5, 1982 


COMMENTS (cont.) : 


RECOMMENDATION 





cc : E. Halliday 


——— <a 


ii) Solid white globes are now being used to replace the 
clear smoke glass type bulb with no replacements required. 


iii) A clamp is installed with all globes. | 


iv) The Streetsville B.I.D. identified five locations which : 
were most vandal prone and they were completely 
eliminated. This left an inventory of 40 light standards . | 


In 1981, the total cost for the maintenance of the 40 standards 
by Mississauga Hydro was $4,345.70. This works out to an 
average cost for each light standard of $108.00 as compared 

to a City-wide average of $30.00 per light standard. 


The maintenance costs for these lights are still very hich. 
However, the costs have been drastically reduced from 1980 when 
the average cost was approximately $1,000.00 per light pole. 


That the decorative lights in the Streetsville Business 
Improvement District continue to be maintained by the City 
in 1982 with a further review to be made at the end of 
1982. 


* 


W. P. Taylor, P. - 
Commissioner, 


Engineering & Works Department 
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| MEMORANDUM Files: 11 141 00039 | 
| 14 111 00001 " 
| ’ 11 211 00011 | 
| ie Chairman and Members of the | 
| . ?- Public Works Committee — Mr. William P. Taylor, Commissioner 
: ; : ie: Engineering and Works 
2 care FEB 1 2 1982 P.W. DATE feb. 18-1982 | 
| re 
| 2x Ao I, | January 21, 1982 
| qj 
SUBJECT : Road allowance requirements in Industrial Plans of Subdivision - ) 
Report Request No. 199-80. 
(RIGIN: Engineering and Works. | 
COMMENTS: Council as a result of adopting Recommendation No. 1114 requested 


the Commissioner of Engineering and Works to prepare a report 
regarding road allowance requirements in Industrial Plans of 
Subdivision for the Public Works Committee. 


| § As Committee is aware, when a draft plan industrial subdivision 
ae is submitted the Engineering Department in their comments to 
; : Planning Department designate the right-of-way widths of the 
road allowances required to adequately service the proposed 
plan from a traffic standpoint. At the present time our 
standard right-of-way for industrial roads is 26 meters 
(85.3 ft.) which is the equivalent metric conversion for the 
old 86 ft. right-of-way. On this standard right-of-way we 
can accommodate pavement widths up to and including 14.5 meters 
(48 ft.) and still maintain sufficient clearance between the 
various utilities required to service an industrial plan of 
subdivision. 


When Council requested us to report on this matter the philosophy 
behind the request was to look at our right-of-way requirements 
for industrial plans of subdivision and determine if any changes 
could be made having regard for the cost of industrial land 
together with the City's intent and adopted policy which 
encourages industrial development. 


In looking at the overall requirements for industry it is ° 

obviously essential that sufficient widths of roads be constructed . 

to accommodate the typical tractor trailer type traffic. We have 

—— three basic concepts in industrial plans which are as | 
° 4 
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1. Aminor local industrial street with a 10 meter (32 ft.) | ak | 
pavement. ; : 
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NOTES: 


| BELL.HYDRO & CATV UTILITY CORRIDOR TO HAVE A 
MINIMUM COVER OF O6m. 

2 WATERMAIN TO HAVE A MINIMUM COVER OF 17m. 

3. IF UTILITIES CANNOT BE INSTALLED ACCORDING TO THIS 
STANDARD THEY ARE TO BE INSTALLED AS CLOSE AS 
POSSIBLE TO THE PRESCRIBED LOCATION SUBJECT TO 
APPROVAL OF THE ENGINEERING @ WORKS DEPARTMENT 
OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA. 

4A O3m CLEARANCE BETWEEN CABLES & HYDRANTS 
MUST BE MAINTAINED. 

5A 03m CLEARANCE BETWEEN WATERMAINS & 
STREETLIGHT POLES MUST BE MAINTAINED. 


& CATV) 6 STREETLIGHT CABLES ARE TO BE INSTALLED IN LINE 
vc —UTILITY er v} WITH THE STREETLIGHT (UTILITY) POLE LOCATIONS. 
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& CATV UTILITY CORRIDOR TO HAVE A 
COVER OF 0.6m. 


2WATERMAIN TO HAVE A MINIMUM COVER OF 1.7m. 
STANDARD THEY ARE TO BE 
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Noise Attenuation Policies 


Installation o 
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Unnecessary Stop Signs 
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Problem Areas, i.e. stops, 


School Routes, etc 
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i.e. boulevard cutting,parks cutting 


Jistinction o 


Refuse for Disposal 4 of sanbar 


collected) Part (d) 


traffic codes warrants versus new 
warrants 
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Public Works Feb.19/81 
Planning Committee 
Mar. 3/81 

Council Mar.9/81 
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February 17, 1982 


Re: Sidewalk Snow Plowing 


wee —e ere eee oe =a” 


ee =e OOO 


David J. Culham 


p.w. pate eb.18 fo 


Specific streets referred to staff by Councillors have been evaluated 


and shall be reported to the Public Works Committee meeting on Thursday 


February 18, 1982. 


In discussions with Angus McDonald, a point was made that those streets 
to be recommended by staff to be added to the sidewalk plowing map, were 
to be done immediately rather than wait for the February 18th meeting. 


I passed this on to your secretaries who were dealing with the calls. 


I would like each Member of Council to pass on their concerns to me at 


this time by memo prior to the February 18th meeting. 
concern could be put to paper for the use of the Committee on Thursday. 


While certain streets can be added to the priority list on review at the 
February 18th meeting, indeed on other meetings to come, I do not think 
Our main problem is that this winter is 


this to be the main problem. 
That type of 


the most challenging in regards to snow, in fifteen years. 
stress on our staff, things are bound, even at the best of times, to be 
The policy should immediately be changed to 
Engineer and staff the right to clear any sidewalk, 
conditions. ; 


difficult to co-ordinate. 
clearly give the Ci 


walkway or street intersection under emergen 


provide authority to remove Safety threats quickly without concerns for 
the nicity of the general policy. Such expenditures would be considered 


beyond the specific snow clean-up budget. 


Once the worst of the winter storms are behind us, I would like the staff 
to review and analyze our policies with a view to making changes. 
the exception of reviewing the pedestri 
of the priority plan within the policy, 
adequate for most winters. 


We then should have a contingency policy that comes into play in heavy 
snow build up periods for the following to occur: 


(a) additional list of street sidewalks to plow 
{b) the clearance of sight-lines in intersections and walkway openings 


onto streets 


Surely so much 


This would 


With 


an flow and possible safety aspects 
the present policies are probably 
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P.W. DATE feb. 19. (4 f2 
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Mayor Hazel McCallion ; 
City of Mississauga | . 
1 City Centre Drive ‘3 : ; | 
| Mississauga, Ontario ) 
- | | LSB 1M2 


we ee oe owe 
LLL LL A A I CE a a ncaa te ST ae 
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Dear Mayor McCallion, ) 


All too often we are quick to complain, but remiss 
in complimenting when it is also deserved. 


The work of the snow removal crews is to be commended. 


The past couple of weeks have been more than enough 


to tax these people, yet they have done a fine job on the ae oa 
streets in our area. Please pass along our thanks to ) 
: 
all of the appropriate groups for a job well done! 
$ 


Sincerely yours, | 


} 
' 
‘ 
; 
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Ml. ; ; 
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Brian S. Brown 
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| ) , — February 15, 1982. 


Mayor and Members ) 
of General Committee. 


The Traffic Saf Council has offered their approval for the concrete walk 
installation at Rd., Dixie Rd., Fairview Rd., Dunbar Rd. and 
Cawthra Rd. Request for review and approval for the balance of the sidewalk 
a noted on this report have been directed to Traffic Safety Council's 

attention. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the following locations be included in the 1982 | 
sidewalk construction programme: | 


| a) Mississauga Rd. (east side) from Kedleston Way to | 
| : b) Lakeshore Rd. (north side) from Inverhouse Dr. to 

Southdown Rd. | 
c) Wolfedale Rd. (east side) from the C.P.R. to Gillian ia 


St. = | 
d) Airport Rd. (east side) from the Hilton Hotel to | | | 
Airway Centre 4 . 
e) Fairview Rd. (south side) from Hurontario St. to 
Palgrave Rd. 
f) Dunbar Rd. (south side) from Confederation Pkwy. to 
Argyle Rd. 
g) Ripon St. (south side) from York St. to Airport Rd. 
h) Britannia Rd. (north side) from Ardsley St. to 
Ellesboro 


Dr. | 

i) Thamesgate Dr. (south side) from Redstone Rd. to | ) 

Airport Rd. | se 

j) Dixie Rd. (west side) from Fairway Apt. to Dixie Plaza | . 

k) Burnhamthorpe Rd. (north side) from Tomken Road to “Seq 
Golden Orchard | 

1) Cawthra Rd. (east side) from Arbor Rd. to Cawthra Pk. 
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MINUTES 
MEETING #2 


NAME OF COMMITTEE: 
DATE OF MEETING: 
PLACE OF MEETING: 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 


PUBLIC WORKS 
Thursday, February 18, 1982 
Committee Room ‘A' 9:30 a.m. 


Councillor D. Culham, Chairman 
Councillor M. Marland 
Councillor D0. Cook 

Councillor R. Skjarum 

Mr. J. Rogers 

Mr. W Schofield 

Mr. P. K. Kar 


MEMBERS ABSENT: Mr. J. Newell, Vice-Chairman 


ALSO PRESENT: 


STAFF PRESENT: 


Mayor H. McCallion (9:40-10.10) 
Mr. B. Johnston (9:40 a.a.) 


Mr. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works 


Mr. A. McDonald, Director, Maintenance 


Engineering 


Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


Apologies for absence were received from Mr. Newell. 


MATTERS CONSIDERED: 





l. 


Report dated February 12, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works, ce i snow removal in the City 
of Mississauga, as requested by Council at its meeting on 
February 8, 1982. , 
In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works, 
reviewed the suggestions that routes to schools receive 
first priority, that the City of Mississauga consider 
passing a by-law similar to the City of Toronto's which 
requires residents to shovel snow from their sidewalks 
within 12 hours of a snow fall, and further consider 
enacting an Emergency Snow Clearing By-lew. In addition, 
the Commissioner of Engineering and Works advised that a 
problem had arisen in 1982 with respect to the City's 
ees uaa of sidewalks on Regional roads plowed by the 
Region. 
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CONTINUED 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works therefore 
recommended: 


(a) That the priority routes for snow plowing, sanding, 
and salting, be the major arterials, the collectors, 
the hospital, the bus routes and all industrial roads. 


(b) That a by-law not be introduced which would require 
the residents of Mississauga to shovel their sidewalks. 


(c) That an Emergency Snow Clearing By-law not be 
introduced for priority routes since the existing 
legislation serves us well and parked cars can be 
—" away under Section 116 of The Highway Traffic 

ct. 


(d) That the Region of Peel be requested to either plow 
all of the sidewalks on arterial roads in conjunction 
with their road plowing activities, or alternately, 
request the City of Mississauga to plow all ee ge: 
roads where there are City sidewalks in order that the 
City can co-ordinate the road and sidewalk snow 
plowing. 


Further to the report, the Committee was advised that 
recommendation (b) was based on the fact that compulsory 
sidewalk shovelling was difficult to enforce, too many 
people were physically unable to shovel snow and Toronto's 
By-law produced no better results than experienced in 
Mississauga. 


The Committee also received a copy of a memorandum dated 
February 17th from Chairman Culham on sidewalk snow plowing 
and emergency situations which develop following unusually 
heavy snow storms. In his memorandum, Councillor Culham 
advised that specific streets referred to staff by 
Councillors following the recent emergency were being 
evaluated and would be reported to the Public Works 
Committee. He further suggested that plans should be 
formulated for future snow storms. 


Councillor Skjarum (a) expressed his concern with the 
safety of children forced to walk on the road when the 
sidewalks leading to schools were heavily laden with snow, 
and (b) asked if additional equipment could be pressed into 
service to meet peak demands. 


The Commissioner suggested that he check into all school 
routes since it was his understanding they were included in 
the sidewalk snow plowing map. With respect to hiring 
extra equipment, the City tendered and engaged as much 
equipment as possible in August of each year and following 
@ snow storm, all snow clearing machinery and personnel are 
at a premium. 
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CONTINUED 


Mr. Schofield complimented the City staff on their 
efficient handling of the snow emergency and with few 
exceptions felt they had done an excellent job under the 
circumstances. 


Mayor McCallion pointed out that she and other members of 
Council had received many compliments on the City's 
handling of snow removal. She submitted a letter received 
from a Mr. Brian Brown of Enniskellen Circle in this vein 
and asked that it be circulated to those responsible for 
snow clearing. Mayor McCallion suggested that the recent 
snow clearance emergency had brought to light the fact that 
many residents were unfamiliar with the City’s snow 
clearance procedures or what was expected of the homeowners 
and how they could help, i.e. clearing snow from fire 
hydrants on their property. She therefore recommended that 
the Commissioner of Engineering and Works and the Public 
Information Department prepare a "snow clearance guidelines 
and information" pamphlet to be approved by the Public 
Works Committee for circulation to all residents in the 
Fall of each year. This motion carried. 


Mayor McCallion then moved that the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works and his staff be empowered to clear 
snow from any sidewalk, walkway or street intersection 
under emergency safety conditions. This motion carried. 


Councillor Marland pointed out that each Councillor was 
probably aware of areas within their own wards which needed 
added or priority attention and suggested that all Members 
of Council be requested to advise the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works of those problem areas so that they 
could be evaluated and a recommendation made to the next 
meeting. Areas for sidewalk clearance suggested at the 
meeting were: north side of Battleford Road from Glen Erin 
Drive to the M.T.C. roadway to accommodate senior citizens 
from Heritage Square travelling on foot to the Meadowvale 
Town Centre; Sherobee Road, Hensall Street from Claircrest 
Avenue to Tedwyn Drive, the north end of Stanfield Road, 
Lewisham Drive north and south of Truscott Drive, east and 
west sides of Old Carriage Road, and Mavis Road from Dundas 
Street to Queensway West but particularly in the vicinity 
of Louis Drive. 


Councillor Cook then moved that recommendations (a) to (d) 
in the report from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works be adopted with recommendation (d) to be hendled at 
the staff level first. 


. A A IAB eet Oe 


ie 





oe Ee poten ee 
ic, tp Se 





mn ee ee sl a ee — — 
—_ - _ ~~ eee ee . — ee Oe — 
- 
+ 


| 


~ ee ee nee RE nes re etic tee em 
~ 








= eS Rs ome ee ee ae ek - 


ve mes ieee Gee Oo ws ange a | SR ew EO OR ee ye + ee ee mr ~ nem me eee eee + 


| 
: 
| 
| 


eine an aaa ale Ae. 





ITEM 1 


2 am Napanee Nt 


+ wwe, way aU> A702 
CONTINUED 


It was then moved by Councillor Marland that Mayor 
McCallion write to express the appreciation of Council to 
the staff who had worked to diligently following the recent 
storm. Carried. 


File: F.05.03.01 
Approved See Recommendation #6 (D. Cook) 

See Recommendation #7 (H. McCallion) 
See Recommendation #8 (M. Marland) 


Report dated February 12, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works, regarding a request from Councillor 
D. Culham for an increased level of service for plowing and 
sanding on the sidewalks on Confederation Parkway between 
King Street and Paisley Boulevard. 


At the request of Councillor Culham, a typographical error 
tract tg Paisley Boulevard rather than Queensway West was 
corrected. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommended: 


"That the sidewalk plowing and sanding level on 
Confederation Parkway between King Street and Queensway 
West be increased and placed as a priority route for winter 
maintenance." 


File: F.05.03.02 


Approved (D. Cook) 


See Recommendation #9 


Report dated January 14, 1982 from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding Sidewalk Snow Plowing on 
Kirwin Avenue. This report was prepared as the result of a 
request from Mrs. Bardos of 3100 Kirwin Avenue for an 
increased level of service for plowing and sanding along 
Kirwin Avenue from Highway No. 5 to Highway No. 10. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works advised that at 
the present time, this sidewalk is not noted as a priority 
route within the guidelines as approved by Council. Kirwin 
Avenue forms part of the ring road system around Highway 
No. 5 and Highway No. 10 intersection and the pedestrian 
traffic is high due to the many apartment complexes in the 
area. | 
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ITEM 3 CONTINUED 


ee. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommended: 





"That the level of service on Kirwin Avenue with respect to 
snowplowing and sanding of sidewalks, be increased to 
conform with the request from Mrs. Bardos and that the 
sidewalk on Kirwin Avenue be included within the priority 
list for Sidewalk Maintenance." 

¢ 
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File: F.06.03.02 
Approved See Recommendation #10 (R. Skjarum) 
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4. Report dated February 5, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding Sidewalk Plowing and 
Sanding. This report was prepared as a result of a request 
from Mrs. Jane Shell of 1620 Sandgate Crescent, 
Mississauga, for an increase in the level of service for 
plowing and sanding on Sandgate Crescent from Truscott 
Drive to Vey Road. The Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works advised that this section of sidewalk is not listed 
as a priority route within the guidelines as approved by 
Council and that the pedestrian count on Sandgate Crescent 
is high owing to the school located on this street. 
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The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommended: 


"That the Sidewalk Plowing and Sanding service level on 
Sandgate Crescent between Truscott Drive and Vey Road, be 
increased and placed as a priority sidewalk route for 
winter maintenance." 


File: F.05.03.02 
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Approved See Recommendation #1l (M. Marland) 


Report dated February 4, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works regarding Sidewalk Plowing and 
Sanding. The Commissioner of Engineering and Works advised 
that he had received a request to include the sidewalk on 
Mississauga Road from Springbank Road to Indian road as a 
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priority route for winter maintenance. Owing to the heavy | 
vehicular traffic on Mississauga Road and the school @ ' 
children utilizing the sidewalk, the need for an improved 
service was warranted. { 
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The Commissioner of Engineering and works recommended: 


"That the sidewalk on Mississauga Road from Springbank Road 
to Indian Road be Classified as a priority sidewalk route 
for winter maintenance." 


File: F.05.03.02 


Approved 


See Recommendation #12 (M. Marland) 


Report dated February 4, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works with respect to Sidewalk Plowing and 
Sanding. The Commissioner of Engineering and works advised 
that he had received a request to include the Sidewalk on 
Roche Court as a priority route for winter maintenance. 
Owing to the high pedestrian count from the apartment 
complex on both sides of Roche Court, the need for an 
improved service was warranted. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and works recommended: 


"That the sidewalk on Roche Court be Classified as a 
Priority sidewalk route for winter maintenance." 


File: F.05.03.02 


Approved 


See Recommendation #13 (W. Schofield) 


Report dated February 4, 1982 from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and works with Tespect to Tender Tw-28-1981 for 
the Supply, Delivery and Installation of all necessary 
equipment to convert eight (8) vehicles to liquid propane 
operation; to provide propane storage and dispensing 
facilities and regular propane Supplies. This report was 
prepared at the request of Council at its meeting held on 
January 11, 1982. 


In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and works 
listed a Summary of events explaining the reasons for the 
delays in Carrying out the propane conversion programme, 

He also advised that it was anticipated that the Ministry 
of Energy approvals and the propane conversion of City cars 
will be completed by March 1, 1982. It should also be 
noted that Superior Propane has accepted responsibility for 
the original errors in the location of the propane tank and 


is, therefore, absorbing any additional costs that are 
incurred for this conversion. 
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ITEM 7 CONTINUED 






The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommended: 


"That the report dated January 27, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works egeecine the Supply, 
Gelivery and Installation of all necessary equipment to 
convert eight (8) vehicles to liquid propane operation; to 
provide propane storage and dispensing facilities and 
regular propane supplies, be received." 


Mr. Rogers ne ested that the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works vis the completed installation at the Peel 
Region Police Department. 


File: K.03.01 


Received See Recommendation #14 (R. Skjarum) 


Report dated February 15, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works, on the streetlighting in the 
Streetsville Business Improvement District. 


On January 26, 1981, Council adopted a recommendation of 
the Public Works Committee "that Councillor T. Southorn 
prepare a report for consideration by General Committee 
concerning the removal of the existing decorative lights in 
the Streetsville Business Improvement District”. 


In accordance with this recommendation, Councillor Southorn 
met with the Streetsville Business Improvement District 
Association and as a result of this meeting, General 
Committee made the following recommendation, which was 
adopted by Council on February 23, 1981: 


"(a) That the decorative streetlighting in the Streetsville 
Business Improvement District be rétained for at least 
one year on the following basis: 


(i) that a less expensive light bulb be 
investigated; 


(ii) that a clear smoked glass type bulb be replaced 
with a solid white bulb to reduce the threat of 


theft; 


(iii) that a clamp be added to the bulbs to prohibit 
theft; 
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: 
(iv) that the Streetsville Business Improvement 

District Association identify the locations of ‘ 

greatest vandalism with a view to removing 

those poles and relocating them in other areas 

that have been damaged by errant cars and ; 

further that no replacement poles be installed . 

at remote and unattended locations where 

vandalism occurs. 
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(b) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works report 
on the cost of vandalism of the light fixtures in the ) 
Streetsville Business Improvement District at the end 


of 1981." | t} 


In his report dated February 5, 1982, the Commissioner of 
ee da and Works advised that while the use of less 
expensive incandescent light bulbs was too expensive to 
introduce, solid white globes had been used to replace the 
clear smoke glass bulbs; theft proof clamps had been 
installed, and the 5 light standards identified by the 
Streetsville Business Improvement District Association as 
being most vandal prone had been eliminated, leaving an 
inventory of 40 light standards. While the City-wide 
average maintenance cost is $30.00 per light standard, the 
maintenance cost of the street lights in the Streetsville 
Business Improvement District had been reduced from $1,000 
per light pole in 1980 to $108 per light pole in 1981. 
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The Commissioner of Engineering and Works therefore 
recommended: 
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"That the decorative lights in the Streetsville Business 
Improvement District continue to be maintained by the City 
in 1982 with a further review to be made at the end of 


; 
: 
: 
: 


; | 1982." 
| : | 3 
| File: F.02.05.03 
; | Approved See Recommendation #15 (M. Marland) 
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Report dated January 21, 1982, from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works, regarding road allowance 
requirements in Industrial Plans of Subdivison. This 
report was requested by Generel Committee at its meeting on 
September 24, 1980, at the time consideration was given to 
Plan of Subdivision T-79054, J.K. McLennan Developments 
Limited, lands located at Dixie Road and Eglinton Avenue. 
The philosophy behind the request was that the City of 
Mississauga should review its right-of-way requirements for 
industrial plans of subdivision having regard for the cost 
of industrial land and the City's intent and adopted policy 
which encourages industrial development. 


In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
reviewed basic concepts in industrial plans for the 
provision of sufficient widths of roads to accommodate the 
typical tractor trailer type traffic; truck turns into 
driveways; through traffic and related on-street parking 
regulations. In conclusion, he recommended the adoption of 
the following standards as a requirement of typical 
industrial roads: 


(a) That the right-of-way standards for industrial road 
allowances be adopted as 22 m, 24 m and 26 m, to 
accommodate a 10 m, 12.5 m and 14.5 m pavement 
respectively, as shown on the drawings attached to the 
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report of the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
dated January 21, 1982. 
(b) That additional rights-of-way, as deemed necessary, be | 
taken at the intersections during the processing of 
industrial plans of subdivision. ' 
(c) That the designated right-of-way for any industrial 
street be totally owned by the City as dedicated : 
public highway and no easements be permitted. | 
(d) That these revised standards be implemented as soon as ) 
is reasonably practical. 
File:T-79054 
A.00.03.01 
Approved See Recommendation #16 (R. Skjarum) 
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10. 1981 Sidewalk Needs Study 
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On January 21, 1982, the Public Works Committee received 
the 1982 Sidewalk Needs Study dated January 21, 1982, 
together with a recommendation from the Commissioner of 


Engineering and Works that the Study be used as the basis 
ror determining Tuture Capitel Works Sidewalk Programmes. 
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It was recommended at that time that the 1981 Sidewalk 
Needs Study be circulated to all Members of Council with 
the request that they review the study and advise the 
Public Works Committee, in writing, of any amendments they 
would like to see made. The Study was therefore deferred he | ) 
to this meeting of the Committee, pending receipt of input | 
from the Members of Council. ; | 

| 

; 

} 

| 


On motion by Councillor Skjarum this item was deferred to 
the next ss of the Public Works Committee pending 
receipt of a written response from all Members of Council. 


File: F.06.03.03 


Deferred 


Li. Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works 
Committee as of February 15, 1982. 


At the request of Councillor Culham, the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works was asked to submit a report to the 
next meeting on his investigations into the feasibility of 
introducing permit parking and other methods to alleviate 
parking problems in high density residential areas. 


At the request of Councillor Cook, the Commissioner of ) 
Engineering and Works was asked to submit a report to the — ! | 
next meeting on "gate" lifting at driveways during snow 
ee and the possibility of taking part in the snow 

shovelling programme operated by the Mimico Reformatory. 


At the request of Councillor Culham, the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works was asked to submit an up-date report 
= ners rane flyash to the next meeting of the Public Works 
ommittee 


| 


File: A.03.04.06 | ., 
Received See Recommendation #17 (R. Skjarum) f | 
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Report dated February 15, 1982, from the Commissioner of 


Engineering and works, on 1982 Sidewalk Construction, which 
report was circulated to the members at the meeting. 


The 1982 Capital Budget approved allocating $200,000. in 
total to be spent on the sidewalk he hey 1 and in his 
report he recommended thet the following be included in the 
1982 Sidewalk Programme and approved for tender: 


(a) Mississauga Road (east side) from Kedleston Way to 


Comanche Road. 
(b) Lakeshore Roed (north side) from Inverhouse Drive to 


Southdown Road. 
(c) Wolfedale Road (east side) from C.P.R. to Gillian 


Street. 

(d) Airport Road (east side) from the Hilton Hotel to 
Airway Centre. 

(e) Fairview Road (south side) from Hurontario Street to 
Palgrave Road. 

(f) Dunbar Road (south side) from Confederation Parkway to 


Argyle Road. 
(g) Ripon Street (south side) from York Street to Airport 


Road. 

(h) Britannia Road (north side) from Ardsley Street to 
Ellesboro Drive. 

(14) Thamesgate Drive (south side) from 


Airport Road. 
(j) Dixie Road (west side) from Fairway Apartments to 


Dixie Plaza. 
(k) Burnhamthorpe Road (north side) from Tomken Road to 


Golden Orchard Drive. 
(1) Cawthra Road (east side) from Arbor Road to Cawthra 


Park. 
File: F.06.03.03 See Recommendation #18 (M. Marland) 


Redstone Road to 


RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 2-82 


ADJOURNMENT : 10:40 a.m. 


Chrrchie decide 
CHRISTINE DODDS, COMMITTEE CO-ORDINATOR 








UuLae MURR LUMMLTICE FEBRUARY 18, 1982 
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REPORT NO. 2-82 


of Mississaugé. 





TO: The General Committee of the City 


LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


The Public works Committee presents its second report and | 
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recommends: | 
| 

6. (a) That the priority routes for snow plowing, sanding, | | ) 

and salting, be the major arterial roads, the 

in the vicinity | 


if 


collector roads, routes leading to and 
of the hospital, the bus routes and all industrial 


roads. 
be introduced which would make it . 


(b) That a by-law not 
idents of Mississauga to clear their | 


| mandatory for res 
sidewalks of snow within a 12 hour period of a snow 


fall or face penalty. 
: 


| | 
. : | (c) That an Emergency Snow Clearing By-law not be | 
. introduced for priority routes since the City of | 
: Mississauga is already empowered to have parked cars = | 
towed away under Section 116 of The Highway Traffic Aa g 


| Act. 
(d) That the Commissione 
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r of Engineering and works for the 
et with the Commissioner of | 


‘ | City of Mississauga me 
ea | : works for the Region of Peel to improve the 
| co-ordination of their road and sidewalk snow plowing | | 
| 23 | activities. | 
’ 
| (e) That the Commissioner of Engineering and works be ) 
authorized to clear any sidewalk, walkway OF street 
intersection of snow under emergency safety conditions. | 
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ERs : (38-6-82) F.05.03.01 


That for the consideration of the Public works Committee 
the Commissioner of oy ag ome and Works and the Public 
formation Department prepare a “Snow 


Relations and In 
Clearance - Guidelines and Information” pamphlet to be 
e Fall of each year. 


distributed to all residents in th 
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(a) 


(b) 
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(c) 


(a) 


(b) 


(c) 


-2- February 18, 1982 


That Mayor McCallion write to the Staff involved in snow 
clearance following the recent unusually severe winter 
storm to express the appreciation of Council for their 
diligent and untiring efforts. 


That the report dated February 12, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works, regarding snow 
i on sidewalks on Confederation Parkway, be 
received. 


That the sidewalk plowing and sanding level on 
Confederation Parkway between — Street and 
Queensway West be increased and placed as a priority 
route for winter maintenance. 


That the report dated January 14, 1982 from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and works regarding 
Sidewalk Snow Plowing on Kirwin Avenue, be received. 


That the sidewalk plowing and sanding level of service 
on Kirwin Avenue be increased, and placed as a 
priority route for winter maintenance. 


That a copy of this recommendation be forwarded to 
Mrs. Bardos, 3100 Kirwin Avenue, for her information. 


That the report dated February 5, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works regarding © 
Sidewalk Plowing and Sanding, be received. 


That the sidewalk plowing and sanding level of service 
on Sandgate Crescent between Truscott Drive and Vey 
Road, be increased and placed as a priority route for 
winter maintenance. 


That ea copy of this recommendation be forwarded to 
Mrs. Jane Shell, 1620 Sandgate Crescent for her © 
information. 


(38-11-82) F.05.03.02 
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= 3- February 18, 1982 


(a) That the report dated February 4, 1982, from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works regarding | 
ce eae Plowing and Sanding on Mississauga Road, be ) ‘ 
received. 


Road to Indian Road be classified as a priority route 
for winter maintenance. | 





: 

(b) That the sidewalk on Mississauga Road from Springbank — | 
' 

| 


(38-12-82) F.05.03.02 | 


| 
) 
| 


(a) That the report dated February 4, 1982, from the | 
Commissioner of Engineering and works regarding 3 
sidewalk plowing and sanding on Roche Court, be . ; 
received. 4 +4 


~_——— = + agre~ @G=re-e 


(b) That the sidewalk on Roche Court be classified as a 
priority route for winter maintenance. | 


(38-13-82) F.05.03.02 | : 


a 


That the report dated January 27, 1982, from the ; 
Commissioner of oh [ores and Works regarding the Supply, | 
Delivery and Installation of all necessary equipment to Ree 
convert eight (8) vehicles to liquid propane operation; to . 
provide propane storage and dispensing facilities and 3 tia 
regular propane supplies, be received. 


(38-14-82) K.03.01 


(a) That the report dated February 15, 1982, from the , 

Commissioner of Engineering and works, on the ) . 

streetlighting in the Streetsville Busines ; 
Improvement District, be received. 


(b) That the decorative lights in the Streetsville 
Business Improvement District continue to be 
maintained by the City in 1982 with a further review 
to be made by the Public Works Committee at the end of 


1982. 
(38-15-82) F.02.05.053 
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